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COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 3lst MAY 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
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PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS. 


(WHITSUNTIDE RECESS.) 


The following Papers presented by command of Her Majesty during the 
Whitsuntide Recess, were delivered to the Librarian of the House of 
Commons during the Recess, pursuant to the Standing Order of the 
14th August, 1896 :— 


TRADE ReEporTS (ANNUAL Eaases)—Uapies of mune and Consular seiattiehe 
Annual Series, Nos, 2265 to 2271 : wa ar ex ie 


FIsHERY BoarD (ScOTLAND)—Copy of Seventeenth Annual Report, being for 
1898, Part II. (Report on the Salmon Fisheries.) ... ae sh Fei 


East InpIA (EXAMINATIONS FOR THE CIVIL SERVICE)—Copy of Regulations 
for Examinations for the Civil Service of India ta se 


LocaL TAXATION (RoyaL ComMission)—Copy of Minutes of Evidence, 
Vol. III. is ee git as sa ve 


WinE Duties—Copy of Correspondence with the Colonial Office respecting 
the increase in the Wine Duties ie Si a 


British SoutH AFRICA CoMPANY (BECHUANALAND RaiLway)—Copy of 
correspondence with Mr. C. J. Rhodes relating to the proposed extension of 
the Bechuanaland Railway. Ordered, that the said Papers do lie upon the 
Table. shi bos ee rr a 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY THE CLERK OF THE House—TInquiry into 
Charities (County of Flint).—Further Return relative thereto (ordered 5th 
May, 1897 ; Mr. Grant Lawson) ; to be printed. (No. 227.) _ 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional Order 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 16) Bill.”—(J/r. 
Ritchie.)—Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. (No. 228. me 


Exectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL OrDERS—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 17) Bill.”—(J/r. 
Ritchie.\—Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


printed. (No. 229.) 


Evecrric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS—-Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 18) Bill.”—(Mr. 
Ritchie.)\—Copy presented accordingly ; ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. (No. 230.) ‘ sit Sa 


ELEctric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS—Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in 4he Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 19) Bill.” 

(Mr. Ritchie.) Copy presented See 5 to lie ve the Table,and to be 
printed. (No. 231.) ... ‘i a ” : eee ss is 
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uge May 31.] 
PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Education of Children Bill—Considered in Committee iter ‘elec, iota 
CLAUSE 1. 
Amendment proposed— 
In page 1, line 6, after the word ‘ hundred,’ to insert the words ‘ and five.’ ” 
(Mr. George Whiteley.) 

6 DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Tomlinson (Preston)... 10 Sir F. S. Powell 

Sir FL S. Powell (Wigan)... 11 Colonel Pilkington (Lancashire 

Newton) 
6 
Question put, “That the words ‘and five’ be there inserted.” 

6 The Committee divided :—Ayes, 10 ; Noes, 163—(Division List No. 160.) 
7 Amendment proposed—- 
7 

In page 1, line 7, to leave out the word ‘twelve, and insert the words 

“eleven years and six months.’ ”—(Mr,. George Whiteley.) 
7 DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Wylie (Dumbartonshire) 16 Sir A. Hickman (Wolverhampton, 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 18 W.) .. 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ... 18 Mr. J. Wilson (Durham, Mid) 
7 Viscount Cranborne (Roches- Mr. Arnold (Halifax) 
ter) ae ee ee Mr. George Whiteley 
Mr. Middlemore (Birming- The Vice President of the Com- 
ham, N.) 20 mittee of Council on Education 
" Colonel Mellor (Lancashire, —(Sir John Gorst, Cambridge 
: Ladeliffe) 20 University) ; as 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, Mr. Tomlinson ... 
oy 21 Mr. George Whiteley 
Colonel Pilkington (Cane 
shire, Newton) . 22 
( Question put—“ That the word ‘twelve’ stand part of the Clause.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 177; Noes 18. (Division List, No. 161.) 
Amendment proposed— 

“In Clause 1, page 1, line 6, after ‘shall, to insert ‘except where any 
bye-laws under the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 1897, shall from time to 
time otherwise provide.’ ”—(M/r. Tomlinson.) 

Question proposed :—‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, N.)... 27 Mr. Tomlinson 
Sir F.S. Powell... 27 Sir Albert Rollit 
Mr. Robson (South Shields) 27 Captain Pret siapoh (Supe Wood- 
Mr. Gibson Bowles re bridge) : 
Regis) 28 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 12, at the end to add the words, ‘Provided also 
that the local authority for any rural district, may, by bye-law for 
any parish within their district, fix 13 years as the minimum age for ex- 

“emption ‘from school attendance in the case of children to be employed in agri- 
culture, and that in such parish such children over 11 and under 13 years of age 
who have passed the standard fixed for partial exemption from school attend- 
ance by the bye-laws of the local authority shall not be required to attend school 
more than 250 times in any year. Such bye-law shall have ettect as a bye-law 
made under Section 74 of the Elementary Education Act, 1870, and all Acts 
amending the same. The local authority shall be the local authority fixed by 
Section 7 of the Elementary Education Act, 1876.’”—(Mr. Robson.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir William Hart Dyke Mr. Jeffreys... es a 
(Kent, Dartford) ge Mr. Youall (Nottingham, W.) ... 36 


Major Rasch (Essex, SE.)... 34 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“In line 1, to leave out the words ‘local authority for any rural district,’ 
in order to insert words ‘ county council of any county, ”-—-(Captain Bethell.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir John Gorst Ke — 37 Mr. Grant Lawson (York, 


N.R., Thirsk) 38 
Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“In line 1, to leave out the word ‘ rural.’ ”—( Mr. George Whiteley. ) 
DISCUSSION : 
Captain Pretyman... a Mr. Robson oe vr a. a 
Mr.Cripps(Gloucester,Stroud) — 40 Viscount Cranborne = sl 
Sir John Lubbock (London Mr. Grant Lawson a on ae 
University) ats _ 40 Mr. Tomlinson ... sie a 41 
Sir John Gorst —... oko LOAD Major Rasch... a ee. | 
Question, “ That the word stand part of the Amendment,” put and negatived. 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“In line 3, to leave out the words ‘to be employed in agriculture,’ in order 
to insert the words ‘not employed in any: factory or workshop.’ ” —(Mr. George 
Whiteley. )-- instead thereof. 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. George Whateley sys Sew Sir John Gorst ... ee a= &2 


Viscount Cranborne Be 42 


Question put, “ That the words ‘to be employed in agriculture’ stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245; Noes, 26. (Division List, No. 162.) 


Amendment proposed— 


_.“In line 4, after ‘agriculture ’ to add “any operations connected there- 
with.’ ”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Amendment negatived. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In line 6, to leave out all after ‘shall, and insert, ‘be entitled to a 
certificate or certificates of exemption from attendance for any period or periods 
not exceeding three months in all during any one year, if it be shown to the 
satisfaction ot the local authority that the child will obtain suitable employment 
during the periods of exemption, and if, in the opinion of the local authority, the 
child has made good attendance prior to such period.’ ”—(.Wr Giles. ) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Grey (West Ham, N.) 46 Captain Pretyman 
Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Sir John Gorst 
Epping) ... se onge ae 


ix 


Page 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 


clause.” 
Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In Clause 1, page 1, line 12, at end, to add, ‘ Provided also that a child shall 
be entitled to obtain partial exemption from school attendance, on attaining the 
age of twelve years, if such child has made three hundred attendances in not 
more than two schools during each year for five preceding years whether con- 
secutive or not.’”—(Mr. Rutherford.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir John Gorst ee A 94 48 


— 


Mr. George Whiteley 
Amendment agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 

‘“« After the words last inserted, to add the words ‘ provided also that if it is 
shown to the satisfaction of the local educational authority that the earnings 
of any child above the age of Ll years are necessary, by reason of the poverty 
of the parents, to the maintenance of the said ‘child, the said educational 
authority may in such cases grant a certificate exempting such child from the 
operation of this Act.”—(Colonel Mellor.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Robson or -, 20 Mr. Duckworth saat Mid- 
Colonel Mellor... ol ae dleton) ; 

Sir J. Gorst ae vee Mr. Grant Laws son 

Mr. Tomlinson _... ae Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Hole ms) 

Mr. George Whiteley 51 Mr. Herbert Whiteley 

Mr. Robson “se 8S Colonel Pilkington 

Mr. George W “hiteloy an * 62 Mr. Seton-Karr 

Colonel Mellor “ee ihe 52 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 63; Noes 229.—(Division List, No. 163.) 
Question proposed, “That Clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. G. Whiteley 


Mr. Rosson rose in his place, and claimed to move, “That the Question 
be now put.” 


Question put, “That the Question be now put.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 263 ; Noes 26.-(Division List No. 164.) 


53 
54 
56 
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Question, “That Clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Bill,” put 
accordingly, and agreed to. 


Committee report Progress: to sit again upon Wednesday next. 


Fine or Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) (re-committed) Bill— 
Considered in Committee, and reported without Amendment. Bill read 
the third time, and passed 


Metropolis Management Acts Amendment al wii ~ [ Lords. ]— 


Read a second time, and committed for to-morrow 


Seats for Shop Assistants (England and eee) Bill— Read a second 


time, and committed for Friday 


METROPOLITAN SEWERS AND Drains—Bill to amend the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act with respect to Sewers and Drains, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. James Stuart and Mr. John Burns 


Public Health Acts Amendment Bill—Dr. Clark, Dr. Farquharson, Dr. Fox, 
Mr. Galloway, Mr. Heath, Sir Alfred Hickman, Mr. Hobhouse; Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, Sir Francis Sharp Powell, Sir Albert Rollit, Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Mr. Schwann, Mr. J. G. Talbot, Mr. Whitmore, and Mr. Henry J. 
Wilson nominated Members of the Select Comitteee on the Public 
Health Acts Amendment Bill. Ordered, That the Committee have power 
to send for persons, papers, and records. Ordered That five be the quorum. 


—(Sir I} iliam ‘alrond.) 


Metropolitan Sewers and Drains Bill--To Amend the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act with respect to Sewers and Drains. Presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday next, and to be printed. 


(Bill 223.) 


Pusiic PETITIONS ComMiTtreEE—Fifth Report brought up, and read; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed : a ae 


Adjourned at ten minutes before Six of the clock. 


LORDS: THURSDAY, ist JUNE 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied 
with :—Electrie L ighting Provisional Order (No. 14) [Lords] ; Gas and 
Water Orders Confirmation [Lords]; Tramways Orders bantgation (No. 1) 
[Lords] ; Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 3) [Lords] ... ra 


And the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have been complied with: Shirebrook and District Gas. The same 
were ordered to lie upon the Table ... 


Gas Light and Coke Company Bill—Read the second time, and committed : 
The Committees to be proresed by the Committee of Selection 
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Great Central Railway Bill—Read the second time, and committed: The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection os vee 


South Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Companies 
Bill—Read the second time, and committed: |The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection . 


South-Eastern Railway Bill—Read the second time, and committed: The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection m - 


Great Northern Railway Bill mes —Read the third time, and _—- and 
sent to the Commons ... e 


Snnderland Corporation Bill ecu ;|—Read the third time, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons ree ns ah ss ‘a sid 


Crowborough District Water Bill—Read the third time, with the Amend- 
ments; further Amendments made; Bill passed, and returned to the 
Commons 


Leith Harbour and Docks Bill, South Staffordshire Stipendiary Jus- 
tices Bill—Brought from the Commons; read the first time ; and re- 
ferred to the Examiners i, se ts ec Aa? 3 


Metropolitan Water Companies Bill—Returned from the Commons with 
the Amendments agreed to ‘ ee ss : ‘5 


Burley-in-Wharfedale Urban District Water Bill — Returned from 


the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton Urban District Council Water Bill— 
Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to... =e 


Woodhouse and Conisbrough Railway a soma Bill— Returned 


from the Commons with the Amendments agreed to 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill—The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn ; the Order made 
on the 12th of May last discharged ; and Bill committed to a Committee 
of the whole House 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 9) Bill Rental; -Committed 


to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [Lords]—Committed 


to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill [ Lords]|—Committed 


to a Committee of the whole House to-morrow 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Liverpool) 
Bill | Lords|—Committed to a Committee of the whole House on Monday 


next 

Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (London) 
Bill—Committed. The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection des bag ies “— 


Gas Orders Confirmation me » Bill nuts Committed to a Committee 
of the whole House me em it et 


xi 
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Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill [Lords]|—Committed. The Committee 


to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Water Orders penernetin: 3 Bill [Lords}—Committed to a Committee of 
the whole House cet af ase ety oe a 


Electric Lighting Provisional one _ — Bill lees al be read 


the second time to-morrow 


Gas and Water Orders amen Bill aeabet ie To beread the second 
time to-morrow te aren Shs oth 


Tramways Orders semua =. ) Bill es -To be read the second 


to-morrow 


Tramway Orders emcees _ 4 Bill kia be read the second 
time to-morrow Exe 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill (No. 101)— Brought 
from the Commons ; read the first time ; to be printed ; and refer red to 
the Examiners eS a 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill (No. 102)—Brought 
from the Commons; read the first time; to be printed ; and referred 
to the Examiners Be 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 6) Bill (No. 103)—Brought 
from the Commons; read the first time; to be printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill (No. 104)—Brought 


from, the Commons; read the first time; to be printed; and referred to the 


Examiners 

Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill (No. 105)—Brought 
from the Commons; read the first time; to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the following Papers, having 
been commanded to be presented to this House by Her Majesty, had been 
so presented on the following dates by delivery to the Clerk of the 
oo pursuant to Order of the House of the 17th February, 
1896, vz. :— 


1. Trade Reports—(Annual Series): No. 2663, Germany (Hamburg) ; 
No. 2664, Russia (Batoum and District); No. 2265, Russia (Tagan- 
rog); No. 2266, Netherlands (Amsterdam); No. 2267, Western 
Pacific (Tonga) ; No. 2268, Italy (Genoa and District); No. 2269, 
Greece (Ionian Islands) ; No. 2270, Turkey (Salonica) ; No. 2271, 
Switzerland (May 25); No. 2272, Germany (The Grand Duchy 
Baden); No. 2273, Turkey (Tripoli); No. 2274, Italy (Elba) ; 
No. 2275, Paraguay; No. 2276, France (Saigon etc.); No. 2277, 
Japan ; No. 2278, Spain (Canary Islands) (May 31st) 


2. Wine Duties— Correspondence respecting the increase in the wine 
duties ... sine pie 
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ge ae ’ : ‘ : 
4 3. British South Africa Company—Correspondence with Mr. C. J. 
Rhodes relating to the 8 aes extension of the Bechuanaland 
7 Railway =< Sig va be he pari. ae 
4. Local Taxation Royal 6 Commi Pibie -Minutes of evidence: Volume 
si a Zz : is ba ae a i) 
7 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 
7 FISHERIES (SCOTLAND)—.Seventeenth Annual Report of the Fishery Board for 
Scotland, being for the year 1898 ; Part II. Report on Salmon Fisheries 69 
7 EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (SOUTH-WESTERN Diviston)—General Report for 
the year 1898, by A. Rankine, Esq., Chief Inspector as a «<> Oe 
7 CoLoNIES (ANNUAL) No. 260.—Niger (West African Frontier sini Reports 
for 1897-98... mo en io ae sat ae ov 
: Light RatLways Act, 1896.—Orders made by the Light Railway Commis- 
; sioners and modified and confirmed by the Board of Trade authorising 


the construction of— 
1. Light railways in the counties of Glamorgan and Brecon between 
Raynor, Dowlais, and Merthyr Tydfil. 
A light railway in the Isle of Sheppey and County of Kent between 
Queenborough Station and Leysdown. 
3. Light railways in the county of Middlesex from Uxbridge to Hanwell. — 69 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


INDIA (EXAMINATIONS).—Regulations for examinations for the Civil Service 
of India ae pay — ee fea ti ae a3 6 


GAS AND WATER Works FACILITIES ACT, 1870.—Report by the Board of 
Trade as to dispensing with the consents of the Sevenoaks Rural District 
Council and the Hildenborough Parish Council in the case of the Tonbridge 
Gas Provisional Order ve se «ts es ve ats le, 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS).—Accounts of the ama Gas Companies 
for the year 1898 ae ve oa sins Si ee ati 


Harwich Harsour.—Abstract of accounts of receipts and ieee of 
Harwich Harbour Conservancy Board, to 31st ss of March, 1899; with 
report on proceedings, etc. ... : uf anos Ce 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 AND 1896.-—Order dated the 18th of May, 
1899, No. 5944, revoking Order No. 5920, which prohibited the convey- 
ance of animals by the ss. Hindustan si “a din Sia3 = & 
PoLLine Districts (County OF CARNARVON).—Order made by the County 


Council of Carnarvon sitions into two parts the Permorfa polling district 
of the county .. ae . me — Ss v ae a a 





Factory AND WorksHoP (WHITE LEAD FActTORIES).—Special rules with 
regard to the employment of persons in white lead factories we a. 


PuBLIC RECORDS (ADMIRALTY DEPARTMENT).—Fifth Schedule containing a 
list and particulars of classes of documents which have been removed from 
the oftice of the Commissioners for executing the office of Lord High 
Admiral of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and deposi- 
ted in the Public Record Office, but which are not considered of sufficient 
public value to justify their preservation therein ; laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table eee in oe §=6. 00 
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Jume 1.]| J 
P 
PETITION. 
MunicipAL Corporations (BoroucH Funps) Act, 1872.—Petition for 
amendment of ; of the Urban District Council of Budleigh Salterton, in 
the County of Devon ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table nes ae 
Jones's Divorce Bill {.1.]}-Amendment reported cones to ale and 
Bill to be read the third time To-morrow _ ... 70 
Anchors and Chain Cables Bill—Motion made, and Questi 
“That this Bill be now read a second time.”—(The Earl of Dudley)... 70 
Question put, and agreed to. ] 


Bill read the second time (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House .... it 2 a es ¥- 71 


Infectious Diseases (Notification) Act (1889) Extension Bill-—Read the 
third time (according to Order) ; an Amendment made ; Bill passed, and 
returned to the Commons ... a a -— st nt - 71 


Fine or Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read the first time ; and to be printed. (No. 100.) re 71 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five of the clock. 


COMMONS, THURSDAY, Ist JUNE 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bitts [Lorps]. (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH.) Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of 
the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the first 
reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Bexhill 
and St. Leonards Tramroads Bill ; Bury Corporation Water Bill ; Church 
Stretton Water Bill; Furness Railway Bill ; Gainsborough Urban Dis- 
trict Council (Gas) Bill; Great Yarmouth Water Bill ; Humber Con- 
servancy Bill ; Leigh-on-Sea Urban District Council Bill ; Loughborough 
Corporation Bill; Paisley and Barrhead District Railway Bill; Port 
Talbot Railway and Docks Bill ; Salford Corporation bill ; Wakefield 
Corporation Bill. Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time 


~I 
to 


PRIVATE Bitts [Lorps]. (No STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY IN- 
QUIRED INTO APPLICABLE.) Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 

from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the 

First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders not previously inquired into 

are applicable, viz. :—Colonial and Foreign Banks Guarantee Fund Bill ; 
Hampstead Church (Emmanuel West End) Bill ; Mersey Docks and Har- 

bour Board (Finance) Bill ; St. Neot’s Water Bill ; Stretford Gas Bill ; 

Wick and pee Harbours Bill. Ordered, that the Bills be read a 
second time... inte dos oe ‘ woe ee 
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71 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH.)—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, 
viz. : ernment Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (Gas) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill ; Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 6) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 7) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill ; Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be 
read a second time To-morrow as ae ae ive i 





PROVISIONAL ORDER BILts (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred 
on the first reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz :—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(Poor Law) Bill. Ordered, that the Bills be read a second time To-morrow 


Private Bitts [Lorps] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the first 
reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have not been complied with, viz.— 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Pilotage) Bill [Lords].—Ordered, 
that the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


Belfast Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and passed ... 


Cambridge University and Town Gas Bill [Lords] ; Glastonbury Water 
Bill | Lords]; Queen’s Ferry sien Bill bins rds o —Read a third time 


and passed, with Amendments 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill 
[Lords]; St. Albans Gas Bill a — —As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time ay 


London Water taneacalid Bill.— Order of the day for the second reading 
read ee sae des ai — ie a4 


Motion made and Question proposed 


“That the Order of the Day for the second reading be dischraged.”— 
(Mr. Stuart.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea) ... 


74 Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton)... 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) 75 


Mr. Boulnois (Marylebone, E.)... 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Order for Second Reading discharged, and Bill withdrawn. 

Friends’ Provident Institution Bill {Lords] (Stamp Duties)—Committee 
to consider of authorising the imposition of certain Stamp Duties upon 
certain Memorials under any Act of the present Session relating to the 


Friends’ Provident Institution (Queex’s Recommendation sig gnified), To- 
morrow.. def ‘vs ve se mb i ss ji 
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Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill-—-To 


confirm a Provisional Order of Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to Dean’s Grange Joint Burial Board District, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. Solicitor-General 
for Ireland sigh 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill— 
“To confirm a Provisional Order of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to the Dean’s Grange Joint Burial Board District,” pre- 
sented accordingly, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Biil 324.]... 


PETITIONS. 
BorouGH Funps Act, 1872—Petition from ier eaed for alteration of Law ; 
to lie upon the Table de 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1804) =< ——eee| nr 


from Monifieth, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


London Government Bill—Petition from siebaaed for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table * ee gas ; py yen 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petitions in favour ;—from Soothill Wood ;— 
Cwm Colling ;—Oakengates ;—Altham ;—and West Kiveton Collieries ; to 
lie upon the Table 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour 
from Aberdeen ;—and Ardrossan ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Public Health Acts Amendment Bill—Petition from Kingston- = 
Hull, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; 


Sale of Intoxicating “West on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour ; 
-from St. Germans ;— Westleton ;— W; eer panied a Rochdale ; 
to lie upon the Table ... : 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS (CHILDREN WorKING FOR WAGES)—Return_pre- 
sented,—relative thereto [ordered 28th April, 1898 ; J/r. é sane to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [Fo. 205.] : sis 


East INpIA (EXAMINATIONS FOR THE CrviL. SERVICE)— Copy presented,— 
of Regulations for Examinations for the Civil Service of India [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ne i is 


Gas CoMPANIES (METROPOLIS)—Copy presented,—of Accounts of the 
Metropolitan Gas Companies for the year 1898 [by tied to lie ais the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 206.] si as ie 


PoLLinc Districts (CARNARVON)—Copy presented,—of Order made by the 
County Council of Carnarvon dividing into two parts the Penmorfa Polling 
District of the County [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Factory AND WorksHop Acts (WHITE LEAD FactoriEs)—Copy presented, 
of Special Rules with regard to the employment of persons in Wh*te Lead 
Factories [by Act]; to lie upon the Table - 


Supreme Court or Jupicature (IRELAND) Act, 1877—Copy presen: d,— 
of Four Orders in Council dated 13th May, 1899, giving effect to the ake 8 
of Court under The Local Government (Ireland) Act 1898 8 phy ess 
lie upon the Table... ‘ ave 
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QUESTIONS. 
TRAINING OF VOLUNTEER OFFICERS—-Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 


Central); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. G. 
Wyndham, Dover) bi a Me ¥ 3¥4 ee 


THe ARMENIAN PRELACY—Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) ; Answer, 


The Under Secretary of State for Pace. Affairs - St. John Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : 


CoMMERCIAL EDUCATION—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. 
Russell, Tyrone, 8.) = ae pet af 


CLAPHAM SORTING OFFICE—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. R. W. Hanbury, 
Preston) ‘ - asi oe ihe ag ve 5 

THE PonsauB WAR AND THE TrrRAH CAMPAIGN—Question, Mr. H. D. = 
(Shrewsbury) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War pis 
Wyndham, Dover) stds u ate sas - 

THE ANGLO-AMERICAN CoMMISSION—Question, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunder- 
land); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Afiairs (Mr. 
3rodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... es dul ye Sees 


RusstAN CLAIMS IN CHINA—Question, Mr. Provand (Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) xe Sein vile vin ‘as iek 


INSTRUCTION IN Poor [LAW SCHOOLS—Question, Mr. James Stuart (Shore- 
ditch, Hoxton); Answer, The Secretary of Local Government Board (Mr. 


T. W. Russell, Tyrone, S.) 

THE CoMPTROLLER AND AUDITOR-GENERAL—Question, Mr. McKenna (Mon- 
mouth, N.); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) Sin = on a nm bas ia 


REDEMPTION OF IRISH TITHE RENT-CHARGE—Question, Mr. William Moore 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Be.rast (PusLic MEETINGS)—Motion for the Adjournment of the House 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
“ That this House do now adjourn.” —(Mr. Dillon.) 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland, Mr. G. W. Balfour (Leeds, Central) 
Question put. 


; 
The House divided: Ayes, 73; Noes, 125. (Division List, No. 165.) 


SUPPLY—{1ltH ALLotrep Day|—Considered in Committee. 


Crvit SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPARTMENT ESTIMATES, 1899-90. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


1. Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That a sum not exceeding £5,522,885 be granted to Her Majesty to defray 
the charges necessary for the salaries and expenses of the Post Office, the Post 
Office Savi ings Banks, Annuities and Securities, and the collection of Post Office 
revenue.’ 


DISCUSSION : 
Mr. Steadman (Tower Ham- The Secretary to the Treasury 
lets, Stepney)... a (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Motion made, and Resolution proposed— 


“That item A (se ilaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the salary of the 
Postmaster-General.”—(Mr. Steadman.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Captain Norton (Newington, Mr. Monk rene +: 
W. 104 Mr. Hanbury... 
Sir W. Cameron Gull ( Devon- Mr. Maddison ... 
shire, Barnstaple) i Mr. Pickersgill heaig Ahnal Green, 
Mr. Spicer (Monmouth S.W.). 
Boroughs) oe Mr. Hanbury 
Mr. Ascroft ( Oldham Ds Captain Norton ... 
Mr. Maddison —" Mr. Hanbury... 
Brightside) ... 111 Sir W. Cameron Gull 
The Secretary to the Treasury y Mr. Hanbury 
(Mr. Hanbury, sideaitigsi 113 Mr. Ascroft 
Mr. Maddison... 114 Mr. Hanbury 


Question put. 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 107 ; Noes, 158. (Division List No. 166.) 
Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That Item A (Se ularies) be reduced by £100, in respect of the salary of the 
Postmaster-General.”—(General Laurie.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Dr. Clark (Caithness) . 125 The Secretary to the Treasury 
Mr. ome hg Owen (Mont (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) nv 
gomery) .. ae os General Laurie (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) 6 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Original Question again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Colonel Welby (Taunton) ... 127 = Mr. E. Robertson (Dundee) 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, East) ... 128 The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 


Sir James Fergusson ( Man- Hanbury, Preston) 
chester, NE.) ... 128 Mr. Dillon 


Question put, and agreed to. 


2. £570,915, to complete the sum for Post Office Packet Service. 
3. £2,338,390, to complete the sum for the Post Office Telegraphs. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir J. Blundell Maple Sir J. Blundell Maple ... 
(Camberwell, Dulwich) ... 130 Captain Bethell eoameg E.R., Hol- 
The Secretary to the Treasury derness) .. 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 131 
Vote agreed to. 


4. Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £496,600, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Chi irge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the salaries 
and expenses of the Gaston Department.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ That Item B (Port Establishments) be reduced by £100 in respect of 
Salaries, ete.”—(Mr. Gray.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

The Secretary to the Treasury Mr. H. 8S. Samuel (Tower Ham- 
(Mr. Hanbur y, Preston)... 134 lets, Limehouse) as 

Mr. Gray (West Ham, N. ) 134 Sir F. Evans (Southampton) 

Mr. Hanbury ma . 142 Mr. C. H. Wilson (Hull, W.) 

Mr, Gray ... sv ste! EE Mr. Hanbury... = 

Mr. Hanbury ee ... 146 Mr. Havelock Wilson 

Mr. Ryder (Gravesend)... 147 Mr. Gray 

Mr. Steadman (Tower Ham- Mr, Dalziel (Kirkealdy yy)... 
lets, Stepney) ... se ee Mr. Hanbury . 

Mr. Hanbury e  —_ Mr. Dalziel 


Question put. 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 57 ; Noes, 90, (Division List No. 167.) 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


SUPPLY [19TH May]. 
Resolutions reported :— 
CIvIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-1900, 
Ciass VI. 


“5, £287,628, to complete the sum for Superannuations and Retired 
Allowances. 


“6. £2,130, to complete the sum for Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions. 
“7, £785 to complete the sum for Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances. 
Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; Committee to sit again To-morrow. 
b2 
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“2. That a sum, not exceeding £9,446, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1900, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners in Lunacy in England.” 


“3. That a sum, not exceeding £67, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March 1900, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Mint, including the expenses of Coinage.” 


“4, That a sum, not exceeding £9,274, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which wil! come in course of 
peyment during the year ending on the 3lst day of March 1900, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the National Debt Office.” 


“5, That a sum, not exceeding £14,300, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1900, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Public Record Office.” 

“6. That a eum, not execeding £13, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete 
the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of payment 
during the year ending on the 3lst day of March 1900, for the Salaries and 
Expenses of the Establishment under the Public Works Loan Commissioners.” 

“7, That a sum, not exceeding £26,884, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
ote ere during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1900, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Department of the Registrar-General of Births, 
&e., in England.” 

“8. That a sum, not exceeding £36,393, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March 1900, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Office of the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Works and 
Public Buildings.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT. 


Motion made, and Question, “That this House do now adjourn.”—(Sir 
William Walrond)—put, and agreed to. 


House adjourned accordingly at a quarter before Ten of the clock. 





LORDS : FRIDAY, 2np JUNE, 1899. 
NEW PEER. 
The Marquess of Exeter—Sat first in Parliament, after the death of his father 161] 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Portsmouth Corporation Bill [Lords]—The Chairman of Committees in- 
formed the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn: The 
Orders made on the 27th of February and the 18th of May last discharged - 
and Bill committed —... ~ Nes ne ‘ogee oat ds 161 


North-Eastern and Hull and Barnsley Railways (Joint Dock) Bill 
ee -The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill reported from the Select 


‘ommittee with Amendments 161 
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North-Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]— The Qu2en’s consent aucatiat and. 
Bill reported from the Select Committee with Amendments . 


Coalville Urban — ai aa i saiiia Commons Am ndments con- 
sidered, and agreed to.. me cas a wate 


Kensington and Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill—Read the second 
sat and committed ; ‘the Committe to be " yp sad by the Commnittee of 
Selection aes eae 


Midland and South- we ateeaaes searein die Bill —Read the second 


time, and committed . 


Cobham Gas Bill [Lords]—Read the third time, an Amendment mvie, 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons sth ee sti ude 


All Saints’ Church (Cardiff) Bill [Lords] - —Read the third time, and 


passed, and sent to the Commons 


Weston-super-Mare, Clevedon, and Portishead Tramways Com- 
pany (Light Railway Extensions) Bill [{Lords].—Read the third 


time, and passed, and sent to the Commons.. 


Whitehaven Corporation Bill.—Read the third time, and P assed, and sent 
to the Commons ai a dis is A ois 


Birmingham, North Warwickshire, and Stratford-upon-Avon 
Railway Bill ‘ sords|.—Read the third time, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons ae Je ss ee ae ae ae ae 


Grosvenor Chapel (London) Bill [{Lords].—Read the third 0% and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ea Bs a : : 


Moss Side Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill has —Read the 


third time, and passed, and sent to the Commons ... 


Stretford Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill aes —Read the 


third time, and passed, and sent to the Commons ... 


Withington Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill here —Read the 


third time, and passed, and sent to the Commons ... 


Belfast Corporation Bill.—Brought from the Commons ; read the first time, 
and referred to the Examiners ‘ son dois _ oa 


Cambridge University and Town Gas Bill [Lords].—Returned from 
the Commons agreed to, with Amendments.. ae Fe he aka 


Glastonbury Water Bill [Lords].—Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments: the said Amendments considered, and agreed | to 


Queen’s Ferry Bridge Bill [Lords].—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments: the said Amendments considered, and agreed to . 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders ( ‘No. 14) Bill gies —Read the 


second time, (according to Order) 


Gas and Water Orders nacamen - tis —Read the sccond time, 
(according to Order) . és as Me oie 
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Tramways Orders Pemereenee = a _ [pont —Read the second 
time, (according to Order) _.. : 


Tramways Orders Confirmation ne 7” Bill a pert} —Read the second 
time, (according to Order) ‘ot wd 


Jones’s Divorce Bill [Lords].—Read the third time a to Order er), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons ice ; 


PETITIONS. 


MunicipaAL CorporaTioNs (BoroucH Funps) Act, 1872.—Petition for 
Amendment of ; of Mayor, &c., of Kidderminster ; read, and ordered to 
lie on the Table 5 bi 


CompuLsory VACCINATION.— The LorpD CHANCELLOR (the Earl of Halsbury) : 
My Lords, I have to present a Petition from the Guardians of the Poor of 
the Wandsworth and Clapham Union, in the County of London, and in 
doing so I am bound to say that I entirely differ from the reasoning with 
which they prefer their request, and also from the request itself, which is 
for the abolition of any form of compulsory vaccination. Petition read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TREATY SERIES, No. 12 (1899).—Accession of Japan to the Industrial Property 
Convention of 20th March, 1883 oc ee aa he ae 


TRADE Reports—ANNUAL SERIES.—No, 2279. Tunis (Trade and general 
progress, 1898-99). No. 2280. China (Ichang). No. 2281. China 
(Amoy) = as as be st ae ae sh aa 


CarE oF Goop Hope (OBSERVATORY).—Report of the Astronomer at the 
Cape of Good Hope Observatory to the Lords Commissioners of the 
Admiralty, for the year 1898. Presented (by command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table -_ sae sia ah nae 


SUPERANNUATION—TREASURY MINUTES.—(1) Dated 19th May 1899, declaring 
that James Mills, turner, Royal Gun Factory, War ‘Department ; and (2) 
dated 24th May 1899, ’ declaring that Charles Brading, fitter, Royal 
Laboratory, War Department ; were appointed withonst Civil ‘Service 
certificates through inadvertence on the part of the head of their 
Department : bx 


NATIONAL Dest (SAVINGS BANKS).—Balance-sheet setting forth the assets 
and liabilities of the Commissioners for the Reduction of the National 
Debt, in respect of trustee savings banks, on 20th November 1898 


SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE AcT (IRELAND), 1877.—Four Orders in 
Council, dated 13th May, 1899, giving effect to Rules of Court under the 
Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898. Laid before the House we: 
suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


Parish Councillors (Tenure of Office) Bill—Read the third time (accord- 
ing to Order), with the Amendment, and passed, and returned to the 
Commons 


Sea Fisheries Bill {Lords].—A Bill to amend the law relating to sea fisheries 
was presented by the karl of Camperdown (for the Lord Heneage) ; ; read 
the first time ; to be printed ; and to be read the second time on Thurs- 
day next. (No. 106.) - ae me 
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P Congested Districts (Scotland) Act Amendment Bill—Order of the 
day for the Second Reading read.—(The Secretary for Scotland, Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh.) Bill read the second time (according to Order), and 
3 committed to a Committee of the whole House on Monday next.. w» =«<164 
THE SoupDAN ExpeEpition, 1898.—Proposep Grant To LorD KITCHENER 
; oF KHARTOU M.—Message from the Queen: Delivered by the Lord 


Chancellor, and read by his Lordship, as follows : 


“Her Majesty, taking into consideration the eminent services of Major- 
General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., in planning and 
conducting the recent expedition into the Soudan, and being desirous, in 
recognition of such services, to confer some signal mark of Her favour upon 
; him, recommends to the House of Lords that She should be enabled to 
grant Lord Kitchener the sum of thirty thousand pounds.” 


Ordered,that the said Message be taken into consideration on Monday 
nexti .,.. ae ses or ay a a0 ne me 23... EGG 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: FRIDAY, 2np JUNE, 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bills (Lords),—(STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED W Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the follow 
ing Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading there: , 
the Standing Orders not prev iously —— into, and which are applicable 
thereto, have been complied with, viz. 


Brighton Marine — and Pier Bill aiken —Ordered, That the Bill 
be read a second time.. i GE 





Provisional Order Bills.—(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COMPLIED 
WITH.)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Exami- 
ners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills 
referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. : 








Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 16) Bill; Local Government 
(Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.—-Ordered, that the Bills be 
read a second time upon Monday next iar oe ms ede an SR 


Brigg Urban District = Bill.—Lords Amendments sees, and agreed 
to ik ‘ ; ‘ wie ; 167 


South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway anieianciia 
(New Lines) Bill. —Read the third time, and passed... a 1 


Norfolk Estuary Bill og am —Read the third ~~ and —_— without 


Amendment 167 
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London and North-Western Railway (New Railways) Bill.—<As 
Amended, considered ; two Clauses added; an Amendment made; Bill 
to be read the third time 





Derby Corporation Water Bill, Leicester Corporation Water Bill, 
and Sheffield Corporation (Derwent Valley) Water Bill.—Ordered, 
That it be an instruction to the Committee on the Derby Corporation 
Water Bill, the Leicester Corporation Water Bill, and the Sheftield Cor- 
poration (Derwent Valley) Water Bill, that they have power, if they think 
fit, to consolidate the said Bills or any part or parts thereof respectively 
into one or more Bills.—(Sir John Brunner.) oF * 


Local Government (Ireland) cara ae — of Bill.—Read a 
second time, and committed . ais 


Local Government Provisional Order aaa of siaetectenaes beeamanaend 
Bill.—Read a second time, and committed.. 


Local Government iciabacornnacs seus — Bill.—Read a second time, 
and committed ; : ee ” 


Local Government Provisional econ ome 4 Bill.—Read a second time, 
and committed : ae One 


Local Government Provisional nner —_ 5) Bill.—Read a second time, 
and committed bis = i ei 


Local Government seamen ee ane he _ -Read a second time, 
and committed ee ace 7 


Local Government Provisional ne — 9 Bill.—Read a second time, 
and committed 4 +e Se sl 


Local ap tcecen-ane ed ic temeune a _ ” —_ —Read a second time, 
and committed.. Ae és 


Local Government + reas ae eiand rail Bill.—Read a second 
time, and committed . Bas ‘ ak 


Pier and Harbour Provisional nee aise samme Bill.—Read a second 
time, and committed ... a, Ao ae 


Broughty Ferry Gas and Paving Order Bill [Lords].—Reported, without 
Amendment | Provisional Order confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table ; 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next 


Education Department Provisional Orders Confirmation (Aberavon, 
&c.) Bill | Lords].—Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Orders 
confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table ; Bill to be read the third time 
upon Monday next 


City and Brixton Railway Bill—Keported, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed aes ee whe ies ud 


Arbroath Corporation Gas Bill [Lords].—Reported, without Amend- 
ment ; Report to le upon the Table, and to be printed; Bill to be 
read the third time we 


Dumbarton Burgh Bill | Lords}.—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the ‘lable, and to be printed és ae in ne hes 
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Kew Bridge Bill [Lords].—Reported, without Amendment; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed ; Bill to be read the third time : 


Jores’s Divorce Bill [Lords],—Read the first time ; to be read a second time 


Great Northern Railway Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills Sd ‘i : 


Sunderland Corporation Bill [Lords]. —Read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills as a a: a 


Friends’ Provident Institution Bill {lords} (Stamp Duties). 


(Considered in Committee.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the imposition of the 
following Stamp Duties upon certain Memorials under any Act of the 
present Session relating to the Friends’ Provident Institution :—For and 
upon the first Memorial enrolled of the names of the persons who shall be 
deemed held and taken to be Trustees of the Institution, or of any special 
fund of the Institution, the sum of five pounds; and upon every other 
such Memorial in which the name of any person shaJl for the first time be 
inserted as a Trustee of the Institution the sum of five pounds.—( Jr. 
Farquharson.) Resolution to be reported upon Monday next ae 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SINKING FUNDS—-Account presented,--of the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt, showing the amount received and applied in the 

year ended 51st of March, 1899, in respect of the Old and New Sinking 

Funds [hy Act]; to he upon the Table and to be printed. (No. 237.) 


NATIONAL Der (SAVINGS BANKs)—-Copy presented,—-of Balance Sheet, setting 
forth the Assets and Liabilities of the Commissioners for the Reduction of 
the National Debt in respect of Trustee Savings Banks on the 20th 
November, 1898 (by Act); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 208) ¢, ae a. 

SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884—Copies presented,—of Treasury Minutes declar- 
ing that the undermentioned Persons were appointed to the Offices set 
against their names without a Civil Service Certificate, through inadvertence 
on the part of the Heads of their Departments, viz., James Mills, Turner, 
Royal Gun Factory, War Department, dated 19th May, 1899; Charles 
Brading, Fitter, Royal Laboratory, War Department, dated 24th May, 
1899 (by Act) ; to lie upon the Table Bes * fe 


PARLIAMENTARY RETURNS-—Copy presented,—of Treasury Minute, dated 29th 
May, 1899, directing the discontinuance of the annual account, under the 
Savings Banks Moneys Act, 1863, of assets and liabilities of the National 
Debt Commissioners in respect of Trustee Savings Banks (by Act) ; to lie 
upon the Table 

ALDERSHOT (SEWAGE FARM AND Datry)—Copy presented,—of Keport on 
the condition of the Aldershot Camp Sewage Farm, and of the Dairy main- 
tained upon it (by Command) ; to lie upon the Table 

CotontAL Reports (ANNUAL)—Copy presented,—of Report, No. 260 (Niger, 
West African Frontier Force. Reports for 1897-8) (by Command) ; to lie 
upon the Table... me x u sf va oh a 


Sugar Bounties, Erc.—Return presented,—relative thereto (ordered 27th 
April; Mr. Seale-Hayne); to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
(No. 209) cn mms ait a we ota ee om 
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Care oF Goop Hope Opservatory—Copy presented,—of Report of the 
Astronomer to the Lords Commissioners of the — for the year 
1898 (by Command) to lie upon the Table ... ; Re ees 2 


TREATY Series (No. 12, 1899)—Copy presented,—of Accession of Japan to 
the Industrial Property Convention of 20th March, 1883 (by errs : 
to lie upon the Table ... ‘ oot sat ‘ 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2279 to 2281 (by Command) ; to lie 
upon the Table... vive she i at sa be 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES ACT, 1879 AND 1884—Address for “ Return showing 
the working of the Regulations made in 1886 for carrying out the Prose- 
cution of Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with statistics setting forth the 
number, nature, cost, and results of the proceedings instituted by the 
Director in accordance with those Regulations from the 1st day of January, 
1898, to the 3lst day of December, 1898 (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 204, of Session 1898).”-—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) Seg nt 


DEATHS FROM WINDOW CLEANING AccIDENTS—Address for “Return showing 
approximately the number of Coroners’ Inquests in the County of London 
during the nly years ended 31st day of December, 1898, in cases in which 
persons were » killed by falling from windows while engaged i in cleaning 
them.”—(Mr. Provand) ae sie _ sat sion i 


Lunacy Bill {[Lords|—Read the first time ; to be read the second time upon 
Monday, 12th June, and to be printed. ’ (Bill 22 5) . ae ve 


THE SoupAN EXPEDITION 1898: ProposED GRANT TO LorD KITCHENER 
OF KHARTOUM: 


VicTorIA R. 


Her Majesty, taking into consideration the eminent services of Major- 
General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., in planning and 
conducting the recent Expedition into the Soudan, and being desirous, in 
recognition of such services, to confer some signal mark of her favour upon 
him, recommends to her faithful Commons that she should be enabled to 
grant Lord Kitchener the sum of £30,000. 

Balmoral, Ist June, 1899. 


Ordered, That Her Majesty’s Most Gracious Message be referred to the 
Committee of Supply.—(J/r. Balfour) id i iam wt 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to,—lInfectious 
Disease (Notification) Act (1889) Extension Bill, with an Amend- 
ment; Crowborough District Water Bill, with Amendments. That 
they have passed a_ Bill, intituled, “An Act to dissolve the 
marriage of Charlotte Jane Jones, the wife of Robert Colvill 
Jones, with the said Robert Colvill Jones, and to enable her to marry 
again ; and for other purposes.” [Jones’s Divorce Bill [Lords.] _ Also, a 
Bill, intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to confer further powers upon the Great Northern 
Railway Company.” [Great Northern Railway Bill [Lords.] And, also, a 
Bill, intituled, “ An Act to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of 
the Borough of Sunderland to construct additional Tramways in and adja- 
cent to the borough ; and for other purposes.” [Sunderland Corporation 


Bill [Lords] 
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171 TRUSTEE Savincs Banxs—Bill to amend the Trustee Savings Banks Act, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert Por Mr. Campbell and 
Mr. Ure is . ; - : ae Siorr Ree 
171 Trustee Savings Banks Bill—“ To amend the Trustee Savings Banks Acts”; 
presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday next, and to be printed. (Bill 230.) Me side a 
171 PETITIONS. 





3oRoUGH Funps Act, 1872—Petitions for alterations of law ;—from Horn- 
castle ;—Tredegar ;—Nantyglo ;—and, Abertillery ; to lie upon the Table 173 


Building Feus and Leases — oe from a 


against ; to lie upon the Table - Ut 

171 County Councillors (Qualification of Women) apa Bill— 
Petition from Haddington, against ; to lie upon the Table.. ORS 

Crofters’ Holdings (Scotland) Act (1886) Amendment Bill— 
Petition from Haddington, against ; to lie upon the Table.. <4 3 ie 

171 Ecclesiastical Assessment (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Haddington, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table __... a x6 aks =e ~ hee 

171 Education (School Attendance) (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Had- 
dington, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table we . 173 


Executors (Scotland) Amendment Bill—Petition from Haddington, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table shes rr J 2 Af: So AS 


Fine or Imprisonment (Scotland and Ireland) Bill—Petition from 
Haddington, in favour; to lie upon the Table mae = nie eS 


FoREIGN SuGAR—Petition of the Royal Jamaica Society of Agriculture and 
Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange, for imposition of countervailing 
duties ; to lie upon the Table x sn aa vis ar i. BS 


GrounD Rents (TAXATION By LOCAL AUTHORITIES)—Petition from Ashton- 








in-Makerfield, in favour; to lie upon the Table... “i aah wm Lhe 
(72 
Ground Values (Taxation) er Bill—Pctition from Haddington, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 173 
Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) — ee 
from Drainie, in favour; to lie upon the Table hes 2 174 
Local Government (Scotland) Bill—Petitions, in favour ;—From Elgin ;— 
and, Haddington ; to lie upon the Table ...: ‘ ve gic a 58 
Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petitions in favour ;—From Cefn Brithda ;— 
Cwmtillery (two) ;--New Tredegar ;—Vivian ;— Tillery ;— Burnbank ;— 
Garswood ;— Tenghenith ; ;— Darvanddu ; _ ~ Gyfelach ; — St, George ; — 
Dunvant ;-Primrose ; i —W eig F: Fforest Fach ,—Hindley 
72 Green ; — Henwain Pit ; — Lower Das ? it -—Griffin Pit (No. 2);— 


Clydach ;—Coal Brook Vale ;—North Blaina ;—and, Griffin Pit isa 3) 
Collieries ; ; to lie upon the Table... in. 908 
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Parish Churches (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... en ‘ 


Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation (Scotland) Bill—Petition from 
Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ AF ep ee 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour ;— 
from Dalkeith ;—and Haddington ; to lie upon the Table... - 


Public Libraries (Scotland) Acts Amendment Bill—Petition from 
Haddington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; sie din =~ 


XtoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petition from London, for 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table te cit 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour ;— 
From Dorking —Hayle ;—Spitalfields ;—Kingsclere Woodlands ;—Pilton ; 
—Kemton Mandeville ;—and, Somerton ; to lie upon the Table ... ; 


Small Tenants raat Bill—Petition from Haddington, against ; to 
lie upon the Table suis _ by see fe it 


Succession (Scotland) Bill.—Petition from Haddington, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table ae : ae roe eee ro 2s, his 


Teinds (Scotland) Bill.—Petitions in favour ;—From Elgin —and, Hadding- 
ton ; to lie upon the Table " sok cee ave = a 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill.—Petitions in favour ;—From Partick ;— 
and, Stornoway ; to lie upon the Table ae = ne sek 


Trout Fishing Annual Close Time (Scotland) Bill.—Petition from Had- 


dington, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


QUESTIONS. 


PROVISIONAL OrDER BrLis.—Question, Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Tyrone, 5.) asc aa & 


Russtan CARGOES FOR TA-LIEN-WAN—Question, Sir Edward Gourley 
(Sunderland) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) si 


British TRADERS AT CANTON—Question, Mr. Hatch (Lancs., ~ aac Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs on Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) ; ap we Mos ‘ag 


SrerRA LEONE—Question, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 3irmingh: un, 
Wa): 

ALDERSHOT SEWAGE FARM—Question, Mr. J. G. Talbot (Oxford University) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. G. Wyndham, 
Dover) ... 5 ae ae ie ao ma 

Civin Service Pay Depuctions—Question, Captain Norton (Newington, 


W.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Linigs yd wai Rk. W. 
Hanbury, Preston) is , : Ms 
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FATALITIES AMONG RatiLwAy SERVANTS—Question, Mr. Channing (North- 
ampton, E.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade oT C. T. 
Ritchie, Croydon) 


THE KHARTOUM PRISONERS—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 0 Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) we Si oa 


FEVER AMONG THE SOUDANESE Troops—Question, Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) = me oe 


IrntsH Liguts—Question, Mr. William Allan (Gateshead) ; Answer, The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 


QUEEN’s BirtHpAY CELEBRATION AT SOUTHSEA—Question, Mr. Gibson 
Bowles (Lynn: Regis) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. G. Wyndham, Dover) 


LEVEL Crossincs—DEsBoroUGH RAILWAY FATALITY—-Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northampton, E.) ; Answer, The President of the ‘Board of Trade (Mr. 
C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) ‘ ait sti 

SoutH AFRICAN RepuBLIC—THE KILLING or Mr. EbdGAR—Question, Mr. 
Griffith (Anglesea) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 
J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) a ms Ae ve 


FRENCH CLAIMS ON CHINA—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs ease Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) , acs set ro 


INLAND REVENUE—STAMPING OF ADVERTISEMENT ORDERS—Question, Mr. 
Hazell (Leicester) ; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. 
Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) _ = ink mt et 

RoyaAL CoMMISSION ON INDIAN EXPENDITURE—Question, Sir Mancherjee 
Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The Secretary of State for 
India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... 

INDIAN SuGAR TRADE—Question, Captain Sinclair (Forfar); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing)... 

BUSINESS OF THE HovusE—Questions, Captain Sinclair (Forfar), Mr. Boulnois 
(Marylebone, E.), Mr. J. Morley (Montrose), Mr. . Dillon (Mayo, E.), 
Sir W. Lawson (Cumberland, Cockermouth), Mr. J. Redmond (Water- 
ford), Captain Pretyman (Suffolk, Woodbridge), pi Drage (Derby) ; 
Answers, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, FE.) oe me ee ges ne ike 


PUBLIC BUSLNESS. 
SUPPLY [121TH ALLorrep Day].—Considered in Committee. 
CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 
Crass IT. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 

“That a sum, not exceeding £132,732, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to detray the Charge “which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for theSalaries 
and Expenses of the Local Government Board.” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the Salary of the 


President of the Local Government Board. ”_(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

The President of the Local 
Government Board (Mr. 
Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Slea- 
ford) . 

Mr. Picker sgill( BethnalGreen, 
SW. 

Mr. Channing (Northamp- 
ton, E.) ... 

Mr. Chaplin 

Mr. Channing 

Mr. Chaplin 

Mr. Channing ... 

Mr. Hazell (Leicester) oe 

Sir Walter Foster (Derby, 
Ilkeston)... we me 


193 
196 


198 
199 
199 
205 
205 
206 


206 


Original Question again proposed. 


The Committee divided ; Ayes, 59 ; Noes, 190. (Division List No. 168.) 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced to £500, in respect of the Salary of the 


Mr. Chaplin. 

Sir Walter Foster a ae 

Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ... 

Mr. Chaplin =e esi 

Mr. Labouhere . 

Sir William Harcourt (Monmouth- 
shire, WW.) ... 

Mr. Bay yley _ by yh “Chester- 
field)». 

Mr. Chaplin 

Mr. Bayley ee 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, B) 

Mr. Labouchere ... 

Mr. Channing ... 

Dr. Clark: (Caithness) 


President of the Local Government Board.”—(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Discusslon— 

Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) 

Lord E. Fitzmaurice (Wilts, 
Cricklade) 

Mr. Bartley (Islington, N. :) 

Sir F. S. Powell (Vigan)... 

Sir Walter Foster (Derby, 
Ilkeston) sie 

General Laurie (Pembroke 
and Haver fordwes t) 


Motion by leave withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

Sir Albert  Rollit “(ising 
ton, S.) ee 

Mr. Chaplin 

Mr. Gray ite a 

Mr. Mendl (Plymouth) 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £50, in respect of the Salary of the 
President of the Local Government Board.” —(Mr. Samuel Smith.) 


DISCUSSION : 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, West) 
Mr. William Jones (Car- 
narvon, Arfon)... Be 
Mr. Drage (Derby) : 
Mr. Trevelyan (York, W. R. a 
Elland) < 
Mr. Hazell (Leicester) =e 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Turone, 
S. bas Kis ce 
Dr. tolark (Caithness)... 
Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, 
Haggerston) ... 
Lord E. Fitzmaurice (Wilts, 
oa) 
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242 
244 


247 
248 


248 
249 


250 


Mr. Middlemore ( Birming- 
ham, N.) oe 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, East) a 

The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. — Lin- 
colnshire, Sleaford) . ‘ 

Mr. Samuel “Smith xc lint- 
shire) =e 

Mr. Chaplin 

Mr. Flower 

Mr. Chaplin 

Mr. Flower 

Mr. Chaplin 
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Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original Motion again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon, 


eee * pai 
Mr. Griffith-Boscawen. (Kent, 
Tunbridge) rae het 


Motion made, and Question proposed :— 


TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
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267 


Mr. Lloyd-George 
Mr. Griffith-Boscawen 
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‘** That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £150, in respect of the Salary of the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board.”—(Mr. Griffith- Boscawen.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord E. Fitzmaurice (Wilts, 
Cricklade) Line nae 
Mr. J. G. Talbot (Oxford 
University) oe — 
Mr. J. H. Roberts (Denbigh- 
shire, W. Asa ses 
Mr.T.W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnar- 
von, etc.) i ‘ia 


Mr. T. W. Russell 


The President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board (Mr. Chaplin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) in 

Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) 

Colonel Milward (Warwick, Strat- 
Sord-on-Avon) ae ~ 

Mr. Chaplin... sd ay 

Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middles- 
brough) wi as 

Mr. Chaplin 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 


House. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again on Monday next. 


SUPPLY [lst JuNE].—Resolutions reported— 


Civi. SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


‘1, That a sum, not exceeding £5,552,885, be granted to Her Majesty to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Post Office Services, the Expenses of Post Office Savings 
Banks, and Government Annuities and Insurances, and the Collection of the Post 


Office Revenue.” 
Mr. Crilly (Mayo, N.) 
Vote agreed to. 


“2. That a sum, not exceeding £570,915, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the Expenses 


of the Post Oftice Packet Service.” 


Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middlesbrough) 


Vote agreed to. 


“3. That a sum, not exceeding £2,338,390, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the Salaries 
and Working Expenses of the Post Office Telegraph Service.” 

“4. That asum, not exceeding £496,600, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 3ist day of March, 1900, for the 


Salaries and Expenses of the Customs Department.” 


284 
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“5, That a sum, not exceeding £287,628, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
omnia the sum necessary to defray the ¢ ‘harge “which will come in course of C: 


payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for Superannua- 
tion, Retired ¢ ‘ompensation, and Compassionate Allowances and Gratuities under 
sundry Statutes, for Compassionate Allowances and Gratuities awarded by the ‘ 
ven and for the Salaries of Medical Referees.” Li 


That a sum, not e? ‘ceding £2,130, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 


niu the sum necessary to defray the ¢ ‘harge which will eome in course oj payment SI 
during the year ending on the 31s st day of March, 1900, for certain Pensions to 
Masters and Seamen of the Mere sthant Service, and to their Widows and Children.” Sc 


That a sum, not exceeding £785, be granted to Her Majesty, to com- 
plete the sum necessary to defray the Charge which will come in course of 
myment during the year ending on the 31st — of Mareh, 1900, for certain 
Miscellaneous Charitable and other Allowances.” Ec 


Resolutions agreed to. 


Imbecile (Training Institutions) Bill—Order of the Day for the Second ; 
Reading read. Pi 

Mr. Round (Essex, Harwich)... sth in oe sas ... 288 
M: 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: MONDAY, 5TH JUNE 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Par- C 
liaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners ’ 
that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3); Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4); Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 12); Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 13) ; PA 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 15); Tramways Orders Con- 
firmation (No. 2). Also the Certificate that no Standing Orders are applic- 
able to the following Bill :—-Metropolitan Common Scheme (Harrow Weald) 
Provisional Order. Also the Certificates that the further Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bills have been complied with :— West 
Middlesex Water ; Fishguard and Rosslare Railways and Harbours ; Aire 
and Calder Navigation ; Dublin Corporation (Markets); East London 
Water ; Great Western and Great Central Railway Companies ; London, 
3righton and South Coast Railway (Various Powers) ; Manchester Corporation Re 
(General Powers); Milton Creek Conservancy ; North Pembrokeshire 
and Fishguard Railway ; Uxbridge and Rickmansworth Railway ; South 
Staffordshire Stipendiary Justice. Also the Certificates that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the following Bills:—Cork Cor- Co: 
poration (Finance); Redditch Gas. And also the Certificate that 
the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have not 
been complied with: baker Street and Waterloo Railway. The same Sol 
were ordered to lie on the Table 289, 290 


Watermen’s and Lightermen’s Acts Amendment Bill [ Lords]— Witnesses 
ordered to attend the Select Committee — ... : ss, 2280 


Yorke Estate Bill— Committed for Thursday next... ges ibe .. 290 
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Buenos Ayres and Pacific sisal renpeny ee Comittee to meet 
on Thursday next * 


Caledonian Railway oe anions Bill—Committee to meet on 
Thursday next sek Ss oes 


Lisburn Town nes Bill—Committee to meet on anand 
next dia te sv we : 


Shirebrook and District Gas Bill—Read 2, and committed 


South Eastern and London Chatham, and Dover Railway Companies 
(New Lines) Bill—Brought from ‘the Commons, read a first time, and 
referred to the Examiners tes ne nad a a8 oH 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Liverpool) 
Bill—House in Committee (according to order); Bill reported without 
amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third 
time to-morrow 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill—House in Committee (according to order) ; 
3il1 reported without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and 


Bill to be read the third time tomannionr 


Maryport Harbour Bill ; Watermen’s and peccrarbiag Acts Amendment Bill ; 
Workington Corporation Water Bill; Great Eastern Railway (General 
Powers) Bill ; Southport and Ly tham Tramroad Bill ; Southport Tram- 
ways Bill ; North Staffordshire Railway Bill ; London and South Western 
Railway Bill—Re sport from the Committee of Selection, That the Lord 
Erskine be proposed to the House as a member of the Select Committee in 


the place of the Viscount Powerscourt ; read and agreed to Sia 290, 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Cuina No. 2 (1899)—Correspondence between Her Majesty’s Government 
and the Russian Government with regard to their respective railway 
interests in China: Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the 


Table 


PARLIAMENTARY RETURNS Act, 1869 (TRUSTEE SAVINGS BANK)—Treasury 
Minute, dated 29th May, 1899, directing the discontinuance of the return 
annually laid before Parliament, pursuant to the sixth section of the 
Savings Banks Moneys Act, 1863, showing the assets and liabilities of the 
National Debt Commissioners in respect of Trustee Saving Banks: Laid 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


NEW BILL. 


Reformatory Schools Amendment Bill—A Bill to amend the law with 
regard to reformatory schools was presented by the Lord Leigh ; read 14, 
to be printed ; and to be read a second time on Thursday next [No. 107] 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Act Amendment Bill—House in Com- 
mittee (according to order) ; Bill reported without amendment ; Standing 
Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time To-morrow 


SoupAN CAMPAIGN 1898: ProposeD GRANT TO LORD KITCHENER OF 
Kuartoum—(The Prime Minister and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs) 


Postponed till Thursday. 


House adjourned at Twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS: MONDAY, 5ru JUNE 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH)—Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which are 
applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electrie Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 17) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 18) 
Bill ; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 19) Bill; Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Provisional Order (Housing of Wor ics Classes) Bill ; Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill ; Local Government 
Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders 
(No. 11) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill ; Local 
Government Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill. Ordered, That the Bills be 
read a second time To-morrow a _— ie 292, 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
Speaker laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—Local Govern- 
ment Provisional Order (No. 13) Bill; Local Government Provisional 
Orders (No. 9) Bill; Military Lands Provisional Order Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bills be read a second time To-morrow... bee ae ne 





Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill ( _— en’s Consent Signified) 
—Read the third time, and passed 


Bootle Corporation Bill—ead the third time, and passed 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill 


Read the third time, and passed, with an Amendment 
St. Albans Gas Bill—Read the third time, and passed, with Amendments ... 


Birkenhead Corporation Bill—<As amended, considered ; an Amendment 
made ; Bill to be read the third time és i ” 10 a 


West Gloucestershire weenals Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time . 2, Bs she — 


Woking Water and aah Bill—As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time : oc cr es bee a re 


Friends’ Provident Institution Bill (Stamp Duties)— 
Resolution reported : 
“That it is expedient to authorise the imposition ef the following Stamp 


Duties upon certain Memorials under any Act of the present Session re sla ating to 
the Friends Provident Institution : 


For and upon the first memorial enrolled of the names of the persons who 
shall be deemed held and taken to be Trustees of the Institution, 
or of any special fund of the Institution, the sum of Five Pounds ; 
And upon every other such Memorial in which the name of any 
person shall for the first time be inserted as a Trustee of the Institu- 
tion the sum of Five Pounds.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an instruction to the Committee on the Friends 
Provident Institution Bill, That they have power to make provision 
therein pursuant to the said Resolution. —(Dr. Farquharson) 
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Dundee Gas, Tramways, and Extension Bill (changed to “ Dundee 
Gas, Street pon aber pe and Tramways Bill.” 
Motion made anc Question proposed— 


“That Standing Orders 204 and 235 be suspended, and that the Bill be 


now read a second time.”—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. John Ellis (Nottingham, Mr. James Lowther ne 
Rusheliffe) se ... 294 Thanet) 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, Ss) 
shire, W.) aa is ot 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill accordingly read a second time, and committed. 


Wishaw Water Bill [Lords]—Ordered, that Standing Orders 204 and 235 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read a second time.—( Dr. Farquharson) ; 
3ill accordingly read a second time, and committed e Ae ‘ 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation, Great Southern and Western 
Railway and Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Bills- 
Ordered, that the Order [14th March] that all petitions of County 
Councils under the provisions of the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 
1898, against the Bills, be presented seven clear days before the meeting 
of the Committee, be referred to the Committee, and that the petitioners 
praying to be heard by themselves, their counsel, or agents, or witnesses 
he heard against the Bills, be suspended in the case of the petition of 
the County Council of the County of Cork against the Great Southern 
and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway Companies 
Amalgamation Bill, and that the said petition be referred to the Select 
Committee on the said Bills, and that the petitioners be heard by their 
counsel, agents, or witnesses against the said Bill.—(.Mr. J. FP. X. 0’ Brien) 


Broughty Ferry Gas and Paving Order Bill [1 mn —Read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment 


Education Department Provisional Orders Confirmation (Aberavon, 
&c.) Bill [Lords]|—Read the third time, and passed, without Amendment 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. ” Bill—Read a second time, 
and committec : : : ; ; 5 : 


Local Government — Provisional Orders ann 7 Bill—Read a 
second time, and committed . : ee a 


PETITIONS. 


Building Feus and Leases eed Bill—Petition from Aberdeen, 
against ; to lie upon the Table : cst 4g 


Cemeteries Rating Bill—Petition from St. Pancras, for alteration ; to lie 
upon the Table se ‘ns iss sad tas vas ont 


Chea Trains Bill—Petition from St. icmeeu in favour; to lie upon the 
Table = me ae ee a a a on 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the General 
Assembly of the Church of Scotland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 
c2 
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Executors (Scotland) Amendment Bill—Pectition from Aberdeen, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table A ee te +e Fr 


Grocers’ Licences (Scotland) Abolition Bill—Petition from Leith, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table bs fe dat ve 


Ground Values (Taxation) armel Bill—Petition from Aberdeen, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ea ‘is x 8 bus 


Metropolis Management Acts Amendment (Bye-Laws) Bill—Petition 
from St. Pancras, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table Pa ae 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill— Petitions in favour ;—from Sinby ;—Bretby ;— 
Donisthorpe ;—Alloa and Devon ;—Alva ;—Clackmannan ;—Tillicoultry ;— 
and, Cadley Hill Collieries ; to lie upon the Table 


Money united Bill—Petition from Leith, in favour; to lie upon the 


T able 


Poor Law Relief (Disfranchisement)—Petitions for alteration of Law — 
from Keighley ; and, Hunslet ; to lie upon the Table > a 


RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF IRELAND—Petitions against establishment ; 
From Helensburgh ;—and, Alexandria ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour ;— from 
Petersfield ;—Tre-y-ddol ;—Lincoln ;—and, Nottingham; to lie upon the 
Table 


Seats for Shop Assistants (England and Ireland) Bill—Vetition from 


Glasgow, for extension of provisions to Scotland ; to lie upon the Table... 


Succession emuaed Bill—Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon 
the Table Bixse inte coed AXA eh pile re 


Town Councils ( a Bill—Petitions from Kirkintilloch, in favour : 
to lie upon the Table.. : aby - 44 8 nat ane 


RETURN PRESENTED. 


Cnina (No. 2, 1899)—Copy presented,—of Correspondence between Her 
Majesty’s Government and the Russian Government with regard to their 
respective Railway interests in China [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table hee sea dls 


Infectious Disease (Notification) Act (1888) Extension Bill—Lords’ 


Amendment to be considered forthwith ; considered, and agreed to 


QUESTIONS. 


LABOUR IN JAM FacTORIES—Questions, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) ; 
Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Sir Matthew White Ridley, Lancs, Blackpool) 


AMERICAN AND CANADIAN AFFAIRS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . ” “ee 
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THE Pua@ntx PARK MurRDERERS—Question, Mr. James Lowther (Kent, 
Thanet) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland eee G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) 


County Court as tiininns, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, Forest of 
Dean) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


THE Dum-Dum_ BuLLet—Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Colonel 
Milward (Warwick, Stratford- -upon-Avon) ; Answers, The Se cretary of 
State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


THE Dum-Dum BuLiLet—Question, Mr. Channing (Northampton, E.) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. W yndham, Dover)... 


PostAL DELIVERIES IN DORSETSHIRE —Question, Colonel Welby Hse 
Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) .. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES CoNTRACT—Questions, Sir Charles Cameron 
(Glasgow, Bridgeton); Mr. R. G. Webster (St. Pancras, East); Mr. 
Channing (Northampton, E.); Answers, The Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ‘3 5 


IRELAND—NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS AS GUARDIANS—Question, Mr. 
Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland or G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) 7 


AGRICULTURAL GRANTS IN ROSCOMMON AND LEITRIM Aiden Mr. Tully, 
(Leitrim, 8.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) nts iss aie he aa 

TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies \ aan J. Chamberlain, 
3irminghi um, W.) ie 


THE PARLIAMENTARY Deposits BILL- ipsclticns, Mr. Teceticwes (Preston) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General (Sir Richard Webster, Isle of Wight) 
PEERS AND PARLIAMENTARY ELECTIONS—Question, Mr. James Lowther 

Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
chester, E.) rae ae AEP ues 4. rian 
THE PEACE CONFERENCE Question, Mr. Dillon, (Mayo, E.); Answer, First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... u 
TRELAND—EMERGENCY MEN CARRYING FIREARMS—Question, Mr. Austin 
(Limerick, W.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 
3alfour, Leeds, Central) i 68 es 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) co OO The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Mar- 
chester, E.) 
PRIVILEGE. 
INTERFERENCE OF PEERS IN THE ELECTION FOR THE SOUTHPORT DIVISION OF 
LANCASHIRE. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it having been represented to this House that the Duke of Devon. 
shire and the Lord Bishop of Liverpool did sever: nim infringe the liberties and 
privileges of this House by concerning themselves in the ele ction of a member 
to represent the Southport Division oi the county ot Lancashire in the House of 
Commons, a Select Committee be appointed to inquire into the alleged 
breaches of privilege.” —(Mr. James Lowther.) 
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DISCUSSION : 
Sir Wilfrid 
Cockermouth) 


First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.)... 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) .. 


Lawson (Cumberland, 


315 


Question put— 


The House divided :—Ayes, 86; Noes, 231. (Division List No. 169.) 
SoupAN ExpEpITION, 1898.—Proposed Grant to Lord Kitchener of 
Khartoum.—MEsSAGE FROM HER MAJESTY TO THE HousE oF LORDS 


DELIVERED BY THE LORD CHANCELLOR. 


THE 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That the action of the Lord Chancellor in presenting to the House of 
Lords a Message from Her Majesty, recommending that she should be 
enabled to grant to Lord Kitchener ‘a sum of £30,000, is a departure from 
ancient constitutional precedents, contrary to the usage of Parliament, and a 
gross breach of the privileges of this House, inasmuch as the Message 
attributes to the House of Lords a power of initiating money grants which 
alone appertains to the House of Commons, instead of concurring in those 
grants.” —(Mr Swift MacNeill.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Channing (Northampton, EB.) 321 Sir Henry Campbell-Bannerman 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. (Stirling Burghs) — ... 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 322 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


‘That they have agreed to: Parish Councillors 
Amendments to Coalville 


Bill {Lords}, Queen’s 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorRDs :— 
(Tenure of Office) Bill with an Amendment ; 
Urban District Gas Bill [Lords], Glastonbury Water 
Ferry Bridge Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled “An Act for supplying with gas the 
parish of Cobham, in the County of Surrey, and adjacent places.” 
{Cobham Gas Bill [Lords] 


Also, a Bill, intituled “ An Act to authorise the sale of the church of All 
Saints’, Tyndall Street, in the county borough of Cardiff, with the site 
thereof, and the application of the proceeds of sale to the provision of 
a new church ; and for other purposes.” [AI] Saints’ Church (Cardiff) Bill 


{ Lords } 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to empower the Weston-super-Mare, Clevedon, 
and Portishead Tramways Company to construct light railways in the 
county of Somerset; and for other purposes.” — {Weston-super-Mare, 
Clevedon, and Portishead Tramways Company (Light Railway Extensions) 
sill | Lords | 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confer further powers on the Corporation of 
Whitehaven w ith respect to their water and electric lighting undertakings, 
to extend the borough of Whitehaven, to consolidate the rates of the 
borough and simplify the collection thereof ; and for other —— 
| Whi teh: aven Corporation Bill [Lords] ’ ; 


Aiso a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Birmingham, North Warwick- 
shire, and Stratford- -upon-Avon Railway Company to make new railways 
in the counties of Worcester and Warwick ; and for other purposes,” 
Bit They North Warwickshire, and Stratford-upon-Avon Railway 
ill Lord soe eee 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for the abolition of the perpetual curacy of the 
consecrated chape!, called ‘Grosvenor Chapel,’ in the parish of Saint 
George, Hanover Square, in the county and diocese of London, and for 
vesting the said chapel in the reetor of the said parish ; and for other 


purposes.” [Grosvenor Chapel (London) Bill [Lords] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Urban District Council for the 
district of Moss Side to work any tramway for the time being belonging 
to or leased by them ; and for other purposes.” [Moss Side Urban District 
Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords] ” a 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Urban District Council for the 
district of Stretford to work any tramway for the time being belonging to 
or leased by them ; and for other purposes.” [Stretford Urban District 
Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords] ie ab : 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to empower the Urban District Council 
for the district of Withington to work any tramway for the time being 
belonging to or leased by them ; and for other purposes.” [Withington 
Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords] 


Cobham Gas Bill [Lords] ; All Saints’ Church (Cardiff) Bill [Lords] ; Weston- 
super-Mare, Clevedon, and Portishead Tramways Company (Light Rail- 
way Extensions) Bill [Lords]; Whitehaven Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Bir- 
mingham, North Warwickshire, and Stratford-wpon-Avon Railway Bill 
[Lords]; Grosvenor Chapel (London) Bill [Lords]; Moss Side Urban 
District Council (Tramways) Bill [ Lords] ; Stretford Urban District Council 
(Tramways) Bill [Lords]; Withington Urban District Council (Tramways) 
Bill [Lords] Read the first time, and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


Jones’ Divorce Bill [Lords].—Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords, 
to request that their Lordships will be pleased to communicate to this 
House, Copies of the Minutes of Evidence and Proceedings, together with 
the Documents deposited, in the case of Jones’ Divorce Bill [Lords]; and 
that the Clerk do carry the said Message 


Ordered,—That it be an Instruction to the Select Committee on Divorce Bills, 
that they do hear Counsel and examine Witnesses for Jones’ Divorce Bill 
[ Lords], and also that they do hear Counsel and examine Witnesses against 
the Bill, if the Parties concerned think fit to be heard by Counsel and pro- 
duce Witnesses, —(Vr, Attorney-General.) 


SUPPLY. 
(Messace From Her Masesty [Grant To LorD KITCHENER)). 


In the Committee. 


Queen’s Message [2nd June] read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £30,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to be issued 
to Major-General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., as an 
acknowledgment of his eminent services in planning and conducting the 
recent Expedition in the Soudan.” —(Zhe First Lord of the Treasury.) | 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Hy. Campbell-Banner- Lord Chas. Beresford a > 
man (Stirling Burghs) ... 332 Mr. Labouchere (Northamp- 
Mr. J. Morley (Montrose fon). ss 3. OOM 
Burghs) , Woes Lord Chas. ‘Beresford one o> Oe 
Mr. Arnold-For ster (Bel- Mr. Labouchere... si we OOD 
fast, W.) ee .. 340 Mr. Atherley-Jones — (Durham, 
Sir F. Dizon Hartland ah Oe oh, ne 
(Middlesex, l ‘rbridge) <p aD Mr. Lees cai les (Salford, W. a 374 
Mr. J. Morley... .. o40 Mr. Pirie (Aberdeen, N.).. ee 5" f 
The First Lord of the The Under Secretary of State for 
Treasury (Mr, A. J. Bal- Foreign Affairs (Mr. St. John 
four, Manchester, E.) ... 342 Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... 381 
Mr. J. Morley... sxe 82 Mr. Pirie ... ot pis ou OL 
Mr. A. J. Balfour vas Oke Mr. Vicary Gibhs (Herts, St. 
Mr. J. Morley... ... 343 Albans)... ee ids <a) Ow 
Mr. A. J. Balfour os. eke Mr. C. P. Scott... Us: .. 384 
Mr. J. Morley... sce RO Mr. Vieary Gibbs ... Pak ie oe 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) ... 344 Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cumberland, 
Mr. J. Morley... ... od44 Cockermouth) ; ve ... 380 
Sir "8 Fergusson (Man- Sir A. Ac land- Head (Somerset, 
chester, N.E.) ... a: OSB Wellington)... i an (oe 
Mr. J. Morley ics 33. oe Mr. Dillon ‘5 sas, aD 
Mr. A. J. Balfour ss ke Col. Saunderson (2 Armagh, N. ) .» 94 
Mr. J. Morley... sea, 49 Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8S.) ... 395 
Mr. A. J. Balfour wwe «6D Col. Saunderson ... .. 396 
Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Mr. R. Wallace (Edinburgh, BR)... 398 
Le igh) . ‘in. ae Mr. Arnold-Forster sess w. 200 
Lord : has. ‘Beresfo rd (J ork) = 359 Mr. Swift MacNeill nee coe. £01 
Mr. J. Morley... ssa. SOE Mr. Sydney Gedge (Walsall) w- 402 


Question on 
The Committee divided: Ayes, 393 ; Noes, 51. (Division List No. 170.) 
Resolution to be reported to-morrow ; Committee to sit again on Wednes- 


day. 


House adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: TUESDAY, JUNE 6ru, 1899. 


Royat AssENtT.—CoMMISSION :—The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent :—Solicitors ; Supreme Court (Appeals); Public Libraries (Scotland) 
Acts Amendment; Metropolitan Water Companies ; Education Depart- 
ment Provisional Order Confirmation (Swansea); Metropolitan Police 
Provisional Order ; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1); St. 
Andrews Burgh Provisional Order Confirmation ; Rushden and Higham 
Ferrers District Gas; Ilford Urban District Council (Rates); Aberdeen 
Harbour; Herne Bay Water; Walton-on-Thames and Weybridge Gas ; 
Crowborough District Gas; St. David’s Water and Gas; Clay Cross Water ; 
Glasgow District Subway; Loughborough and Sheepshed Railway ; Dublin 
Improvement (Bull Alley Area) ; Bristol Floods Prevention; Perth Water, 
Police, and Gas ; Vale of Glamorgan Railway ; Wallasey Tramways and 
Improvements ; Northern Assurance Company ; Tenterden Railway ; 
Surrey Commercial Docks; Horsforth Urban District Council (Water) ; 
Burley-in- Wharfedale Urban District Water; Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton 
Urban District Council Water; Woodhouse and Conisbrough Railway 
(Abandonment) ; Coalville Urban District Gas; Glastonbury Water ; 
Queen’s Ferry Bridge ... vied any vi on sd Tpke »» 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


THE LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the further Sti unding Orders applicable to the following Bills have been 
complied with: London, Chatham, and Dover Railway ; Leith Harbour and 
Docks; Belfast Water. And also the Certificate that the further Ste anding 
Orders applic: ible to the following Bill have not been —— with: 
Belfast Corporation. The same were ordered to lie on the Table.. 


Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill—Examiner’s Certificates of non- 
compliance with the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders 
Committee on Monday next ... 


Belfast Corporation Bill—Examiner’s Certificates of non-compliance with 
the Standing Orders referred to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Monday next 


London, Brighton, and South Coast otal sneniesiaien Bill—Committee 
to meet on Thursday next 


Shotley Bridge and Consett ee — Bill—Committee to meet on 


Friday next 


Transvaal Mortgage Loan vest on oS Bill (1 ee 
with Amendments ws 


Ayr Burgh Bill—Read a second time and committed ... 


Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill spmese Read a third time, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons ... aa + i aa oe 


North-Eastern and Hull and Barnsley Railways (Joint Dock) Bill 


| Lords|—Read a third time, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


North Eastern Railway Bill — is —Read a third time, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons ... ‘ nr ee os oa an 


Ilford Gas Bill—Read a third time, with the Amendments ; further. Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and returned to the Commons i ve 


Wolverhampton Tramways Bill [Lords]; Wolverhampton Corporation Bill 
Ce South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [Lords] ; Fishguard Water and 
Gas Bill: Barry Railway Bill ; Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various 
Powers) Bill ; Rhondda Urban District Council Bill ; Wetherby District 
Water Bill; Edinburgh Corporation Bill —Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the 
Select Committee for tg” consideration of the said Bills, viz. -—D. North- 
umberland (chairman), E. Bradford, L. Clonbrock, L. Clanwilliam (£. 
Clanwilliam), L. Cana ; agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : The Committee to meet on Thursday next, at Eleven of the 
clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners pri aying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard 
as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


Belfast and Northern Counties Railway Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read the first time, and referred to the Examiners 5 


Bootle Corporation Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first time, 
and referred to the Examiners | Ge Pe - owe av 
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Broughty Ferry Gas and senate — _ me siti —Returned from the 


Commons agreed to 


Educational Department Provisional Orders Confirmation (Aber- 
avon, Etc.) Bill [Lords]—Returned from the Commons agreed to ; 


Norfolk Estuary Bill [Lords]—-Returned from the Commons agreed to 
Brigg Urban District Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the 


Amendments agreed to 


Infectious Disease (Notification) Act (1889) Extension Bill —ke- 


turned from the Commons with the Amendment agreed to 


Hull, Barnsley and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill 


[Lords] Returned from the Commons agreed to, with an Amendment ... 


St. Albans Gas Bill satin |—Returned from the Commons agreed to, with 


Amendments 


Jones’ Divorce Bill {Lords|—Message from the Commons for copy of the 
minutes of evidence taken before this House ; together with the pro- 
ceedings and the documents deposited in the case: Ordered, to be com- 
municated, with a request that they may be returned 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Liverpool) 
Bill {Lords} —Read the third time according to order, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons ... Ma BA ive ae pe oe 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill—lead the third time (according to order), 
and passed eis ae ae dt ee ee 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—fead a second time 
according to order, and committed: The Committee to be proposed by 
the Committee of Selection ae De 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—Read a second time, 
according to order, and committed to a Committee of the Whole House on 
Thursday next... 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders oo sll Bill a3 “a. Read a 


second time, according to order 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders _ 13) Bill ‘ sords|—Read a 


second time, according to order 


Electric Lighting Provisional os — al Bill [Lords]—Read a 


second time, according to order 


Tramways Orders ne we ” Bill eee a second 
time, according to order ee 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RamLway AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT, 1888 (SECTION 31)—Sixth Re: -t_ by 
the Board of Trade of proceedings under Section 31 of the Act, in. iding 
proceedings upon complaints made under Section 1 of the Nailway and 
Canal Traftic Act, 1894 aoe , isk 
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Irish LAND ComMIssion (JUDICIAL ReENts)—Return for the month of 
November, 1898 Ae ae a8 ft, i 


ALDERSHOT (SEWAGE FARM AND Darry)—Report on the condition of the 
Aldershot Camp Sewage Farm, and of the dairy maintained upon it ; 
Presented by command, and ordered to lie on the Table 


MERCHANT Suippinc Act, 1894-—-Order in Council of 19th May, 1899, 
authorising an increase in the clerical establishment of the Commissioners 
of Northern Lighthouses, and in the salary of Mr. William Coats, 
accountant and cashier to the Commissioners 


> 


SUPREME CourRT OF JUDICATURE AMENDMENT ACT, 1875-—Order in Council 
of 19th May, 1899, amending the Order in Couneil of 28th July, 1893, 
so far as it relates to the South- Eastern Circuit a ee 


GREENWICH HospitaL Acts, 1865-1869——Order in Council of 19th May, 
1899, authorising the grant of a special gratuity to Mrs. Lynch RS 
COLONIAL PropaTEs Act, 1892—Order in Council of 19th May, 1899, 
applying the Colonial Probates Act, 1892, to the Colony of Queensland ... 
INTERMEDIATE EpucATION (IRELAND)--Rule made by the Intermediate 


Education Board for Ireland appointing the — at which examinations 
for 1899 shall be held ee me is 


INDIA (PROGRESS AND CONDITION)—Statement exhibiting the moral and 
material progress and condition of India during the year 1897-98 : Thirty- 
fourth number. Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to 
lie on the Table og mek ss 


PETITION. 
MunicipAL Corporation (BorouGH FuNDs) Act, 1872— Petition for Amend- 
ment of ; of Urban District Council of Leadgate ; read, and ordered to lie 
on the Table 


Pevention of Corruption Bill [Lords] Seconpd REApING—Order of the 
Day for the Second Reading read i ate Se xis 


Moved 
“That the Bill be now read 2a.°—(7he Lord Russell of Killowen.) 


Discussion—- 


Lord Bishop of London... 416 Lord Russell of Killowen 
The Marquessof Londonderry 419 The Marquessof Londonderry 
The Lord Chancellor (The Lord Russell of Killowen 
Karl of Halshury) say ADE The Marquessof Londonderry 
The Lord ne of Win- Lord Russell of Killowen 
chester .. P 422 


On Question agreed to; Bill read a second time accordingly and committed to 
a Committee of the whole House on Thursday next. 

Marriages —n 6 gong Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. . sie sate si Jes Oe Mit 

Tae LORD BISHOP or LONDON : My Lords, in consequence of a communi- 
cation which I have received this morning from the Lord Chancellor of 
Ireland, I would ask leave to withdraw the Order for the Second 
Reading ae >. 


Order discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 
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Farnley Tyas Marriages Bill—Kead a second time (according to sien) and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House on Thursday next 


Congested Districts (Scotland) Act Amendment Bill [Lords]-—Read a 


third time (according to order) and passed ; and sent to the Commons 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes after 


Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 61H JUNE, 1899. 


RoyaL AsseNT— Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 
The House went, and, being returned, 


Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to a number of Bills (see first item in 
House of Lords report this day ; wnte, page 409). 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrIvATE Bins [Lords]—STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)—MRr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders, not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— 


Great Northern ny Bill da sords|—Ordered, That the Bill be read a 


second time 


Sunderland - pia ieaaaal Bill {Lords]—Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time mee an 5m ay a id Jee 


Arbroath Corporation Gas Bill ws —Read the third time, and — 
without Amendment ... ‘ be ; 


Kew Bridge Bill [Lords]—Read the third time, and passed, without 
Amendment i is be is ie ae she Se 


London and North Western soit atih eyes Bill—Read the 
third time, and passed. [New Title.] .. a $c 


Bexhill and St. Leonards Tramroads Bill inane Read a second time 
and committed. . a xt i 


Bury Corporation Water Bill {| Lords|—Read a second time and committed 
Church Stretton Water Bill [Lords]|—Read a second time, and committed 


Colonial and Foreign Banks ee: Fund Bill [Lords|—Read a 
second time and committed tek i 8 ae 


Gainsborough Urban homme ee waned Bill a Read a second 


time, and committed ... 


Great Yarmouth Water Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed 
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Hampstead Church —_— — — Bill stint —Read a second 


time, and committed ... 
Humber Conservancy Bill | Lords]|—Read a second time, and committed ... 


Leigh-on-Sea on rc fegeans reamed Bill A appt es a second time, 
and committed.. : ove oa a. me 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board ae Bill | Lords|—Read a second 
time, and committed . ih ae te yeh 


Port Talbot —anettiadt and Docks Bill ae ,ords|—Read a second time and 


committed 
Salford Corporation Bill [Lords|—Read a second time, and committed 
Stretford Gas Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed 
Wakefield Corporation Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed 


Wick and Pulteney ee Bill pir ipaeae a second time and 


committed 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Com oe es Amalgamation, Great Southern and Western 
Railway, and Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Bills 
Ordered, that the Order [14th March] that all: Petitions of County Councils 
under the provisions of the Local Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, against 
the Bills, presented seven clear days before the meeting of the Committee 
be referred to the Committee, and that the petitioners praying to be heard 
by themselves, their counsel, or agents, or witnesses be heard against the 

, Bills be suspended in the case of the Petition of the County Council of 
Queen's County against the Great Southern and Western Railway Bill, 
and that the said Petition be referred to the Select Committee on the said 
Bills, and that the petitioners be heard by their counsel, agent, or witnesses 


against the said Bill.—(Mr. J. F. X. 0 Brien.) 


Bradford Tramways and Improvement Bill—Petition for additional 
Provision ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


Electric Lighting silat Orders whens 17) Bill—Read a second time, 


and committed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order oo — Bill— Read a second time, and 


committed 


Electric Lighting wicsateneatea —— inn ” Bill—Read asecond time, 


and committed 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order ( enene of Sasi 
Classes) Bill—Read a second time, and committed 


Local Government (Ireland) venbeee Orders leer 3) Bill—Read a 
second time, and committed . : e. 


Local Government sales — waa 9) Bill—Kead a second time, 
and committed ne af: Re 


Local Government ee —— at 39) Bill—Read a second time, 
and committed ee ae 4 
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Local Government eaen saneaie ates end Bill—Read a second time, 
and committed bes : 


Local Government siencuees vena ane * na —Read a second as 
and committed 


Local Government Provisional ietaeantse denen aie Bill—Read a second time, 
and committed Ne es 


Local Government sissideaae eapin (No. iniad Bill—Read a second time, 
and committed ; ' 


Military Lands ietamennain Order Bill—Read a second time, and com- 
mitted . si See ig ar ve 


PrivaTE Bitts Group (J)—Sir Henry Fletcher reported from the Committee 
on Group J. of Private Bills, That the parties promoting .the Airdrie and 
Coatbridge Water Bill [ [Lords] had stated the evidence of John Mother- 
well Alston, Town Clerk, Coatbridge, was essential to their case ; and it 
having been proved that his attendance could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House, he had been instructed to move that the said 
John Motherwell Alston do attend the said Committee To-morrow at 
half-past Eleven of the clock ; Ordered, That John Motherwell Alston do 
attend the Committee on Group J. of Private Bills To-morrow, at half- 
past Eleven of the clock pee me 


Blackpool Improvement Bill—Reported from the Select Committee on 
Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills, with Amendments ... e 


Darwen Corporation Bill—Keported from the Select Committee on Police 
and Sanitary Regulations Bills, with Amendments ; Ordered, That the 
Report do lie upon the Table, and be printed 


PETITIONS. 


GROUND Rents (TAXATION BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES)—Petitions in favour :— 
From West Bridgford ;—-Greenock ;—Askington ; —Sheerness ;—Ryde 
(four) ;—Chapel en le Frith ;—St. James’s ;—L lanrhystyd ;—Gravesend ;— 
Motherwell ;—Rothbury ;—and, W orking Men’s Club and _ Institute 
Union, Limited ; to lie upon the Table : bas big a 


Mines Eight Hours Bill—-Petition from Manor Pit coer, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table ; is an me) 


Poor Law Retier DIsFRANCHISEMENT—Petition from West Ham, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) wall Petition from aeaaaatas 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Registration of Firms a from Aberdeen, in favour ; to lie 260 
the Table ee : i 


Telegraphs (Telephonic tg me » Bill—Petition from Aber- 
een, against ; to lie upon the Table.. és ip 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment elaine from 
Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon the Table... ose 


432 


432 


432 


432 


432 


433 


433 


433 


433 


433 


433 


433 


433 





Ji 


432 


432 


432 


133 


133 


133 


33 


33 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. xlvii 
June 6.] Page 
RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


InisH LAND CoMMISSION (JUDICIAL Rents)—Copy presented,—of Return e 
Judicial Rents during the month of November, 1898 [by epee 
lie upon the Table —... of " as . 434 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION (IRELAND)—Copy presented,—of Rule made by 
the Intermediate Education Board for Ireland appointing the places at 
which Examinations shall be held for 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table ... ae a3 at a5 ‘< iS ae re .. 434 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC Acts, 1888 AND 1894—Copy presented,— 
of Sixth Report by the Board of Trade of Proceedings under Section 31 
of The Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1888, including Proceedings upon 
Complaints made under Section 1 of The Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
1894 [by command]; to lie upon the Table... + ey = . «434 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS AssociATIONS—Return presented,—relative thereto 
[ordered 24th March ; Sir Francis Powell]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 210.]_... sie ssh ves aa vai .. 434 


CoLoNIAL PETROLEUM Act, 1892——Copy presented, —of Order in Council of 
the 19th May, 1899, applying the Act to the Colony of bain vensland [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... Se a ee uf : wo eo 


MERCHANT SHIPPING Act, 1894—Copy presented,—of Order in Council of 
the 19th May, 1899, authorising an increase in the Clerical Establishment 
of the Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses, and in the salary of “nn 
William Coats, accountant and cashier to the Commissioners 8 [by Act}; 
lie upon the Table... iv as si sh Re .. 434 


SUPREME Court OF JUDICATURE AMENDMENT ACT, 1875—Copy presented, 
—of Order in Council of 19th May, 1899, amending the Order in Council 
of 28th July, 1893, so far as it relates to the South-Eastern Circuit [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table ... ne ies Ke a a sic 434 


GREENWICH HospiraAL Acts, 1865 AND 1869—Copy presented,—of Order 
in Council 19th May, 1899, authorising the grant of a special gratuity to 
Mrs. Lynch [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ae Rr. sa ~~ 


ev) 
vt 


East INDIA (PROGRESS AND CoNDITION)—Copy presented,—of Statement 
exhibiting the Moral and Material Progress and Condition of India during 
the year 1897-8. Thirty-fourth Number [by sles to lie upon the 
Table ... Pe on abe is aa i ... 435 


TREATY SERIES (No. 13, 1899)—Copy presented,—of Accession of Japan to the 
International Union for the Protection of Literary and Artistic Works, 
15th July 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table... at 3. 40 


QUESTIONS. 


RoyaL NAvAL RESERVE—Question, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunderland) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the eae) — G. J. Goschen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) <F ‘3 .-» 435 


Customs OFFICIALS—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, tetas ys 
Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) .. 436 
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CLERKS’ SALARIES—Question, Mr. Yoxall ——- W. )3 
knows, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) .. 





AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE—Question, Sir John Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, The 
Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) m hes A 
IRELAND—County Court OFFICERS—Question, Mr. Ingledew (Kildare, N.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ... ee 
NATIONAL ScHooL TEACHERS—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N) ; 
.Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) * dee bit ve i xe ‘i 
LocaL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) Act; ORDERS AND RULES UNDER 
Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.); Answer, The Chief Sail for 
Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) sy 3 
MIGRATION OF POPULATION—Question, Dr. Robert Ambrose (Mayo, W.)— 
Answer, The Chief ee for Ireland = G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) : ‘ 3 Ue art Le 
British NEw GuINEA PAPpERS—Question, Sir John Lubbock (London Uni- 
versity) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Cham- 
berlain, Birmingh: um, W.) a ae Ae Ke 
ANGLO-AMERICAN COMMISSION—Question, Sir Edward Gourley (Sunderland) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) dain ron ve 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


West INpres—Fruit STEAMERS LocaL Duties—Question, Mr. Lawrence 
(Liverpool, Abercromby) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 


(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 
War OFrFICE—NETHERAVON Housk, WILTS—-Question, Mr. Goulding (Wilts, 
Devizes); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. G. 
Wyndham, Dover) : Zia es ie fe 
SALISBURY PLAIN—Questions, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield), 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to 
the War Office (Mr. Powell-Williams, Birmingh: am, 5.) 

BaRRACK AND MiLitary Works Loan BiLtt—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Aberdeenshire, E.); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War 
(Mr. G. Wyndham, Dover) re 

PunsauB War AND TirAH CAMPAIGN MepALS—Question, Mr. H. D. Greene 
(Shrewsbury) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ; a se 5 





INDIAN CONFECTIONERY TRADE—Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff); Answer, 
The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon) 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Finance Bill—( As amended, considered)—- 
A Clause (Amendment of s. 4 of The Finance Act, 1894, restricting the 
exemptions thereby given to non-lineals from the principle of aggregation, 
and extending certain exemptions to persons taking benefits under separate 
disposition)—(Lord Alwyne Compton)—-brought up, and read the first time 
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aus Motion made and Question proposed— 
ms “That the Clause be read a second time.” 
437 Discussion— 
The ( hancellor of the Ev- Lord Alwyne Compton (Bedford- 
438 chequer (Sr M. Hieks- shire, Biggleswade) re on, eee 
; Beach, Bristol, I} i, 3 447 Mr. Gibson Bowles 452 
Sw H. Campbell-Bannerman Sir M. Hicks-Beach 454 
. (Stirling Burghs) -. 449 Mr. Gibson Bowles 454 
438 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Sir M. Hicks-Beach a ... 455 
Regis) ... ae tks 450 Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 456 
Mr. Haldane (Haddington) 451 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ... 457 
439 Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed in new Clause 3 (inserted in Committee), line 6, 
- after the word “enumerated,” to insert the words “and_tested.”— 
‘ (Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
Question proposed— 
40 “That those words be there inserted.” 
Discuss1on— 
40 Mr. Lough (Islington, VW.) 458 = Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid)... 459 
The Chancellor of the Ex- Sir H. H. Fowler (Volverhampt, FE) 459 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks- Sir M. Hicks-Beach a .. 459 
4] . Beach, Bristol, W.)  ... 458 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 459 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Sir M. Hicks-Beach 460 
(Stirling Burghs) .. 458 
1] Debate adjourned till Thursday. 
Bill as amended to be printed. [Bill 227.] 
b2 London Government Bill—As amended, considered. 
New Clause— 
19 “No person shall be eligible as borough councillor who holds any office the 
“ salary of which is paid either wholly or partly out of the funds provided either 
directly or indirectly out of the rates or out of the county fund. It shall be the 
duty of every new borough council formed under this Act by the incorporation of a 
single parish to take effectual measures for the care and preservation of all 
3 vestry minutes, rate books, valuation books, maps, and all other records belong- 
ing to the civil parish, and in eases when a new borough council is formed by 
the incorporation of several parishes or district boards, it shall be the duty of 
the new borough council to collect the records belonging to the said parishes and 
3 district boards, and to take measures for their preservation. And it shall be 
: lawful for any new borough council to expend money out of the rates for the 
preparation and printing of inventories and calendars of such documents which 
“ may be deemed to be of historical or public interest.”—(M7. Moon.) 
oJ 
brought wp, and read the first time. 
Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 
DISCUSSION :-— 
The First Lord of the Trea- Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen) 461 
{ sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ... 461 
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Motion and Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


New Clause— 

“Tf any question arises, or is about to arise, as to whether any power, duty, 
or liability is or is not transferred by or under this Act to the council of any 
metropolitan borough, or any property is or is not vested in any such council, 
that question, without prejudice to any other mode of trying it, may, on the 
application of the council, be submitted for decision to the High Court in such 
summary manner as, subject to any rules of Court, may be directed by the 
Court ; and the Court, after hearing such parties and taking such evidence (if 
any) as it thinks just, shall decide the question.” —(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


brought up, and read the first time. 
Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That the clause be now read a second time.” 


The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. Finlay, Inverness Burghs)  ... sie ..- 462 


Question put and agreed to. 
Clause read the first and second time, and added. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 20, after ‘administrator, to insert ‘and to esta- 
blish and —— a council for each of the boroughs so formed.’ ”—(Mr. 
Solicitor-General.) 


Question proposed— 
“ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Sydney Buston (Tower Col. Hughes (Woolwich) ... ... 463 
Hamlets, Poplar) ... 463 Mr. Pickersgill (Bethnal 
The First Lord of the Trea- Green, SW.) ... nin ... 464 
Mr. A. J. Balfour iui .» 464 


sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) wi 


Question put and agreed to. 


463 


Other Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In Clause |, page 1, line 21, to leave out Sub-section (b).”—(M>. Solicitor- 


General.) 


DISCUSSION :— 





Col. Hughes (Woolwich) ... 464 


Sir H. H. Fowler (Volverhamp- 


The First Lord of the Trea- ton, E.) Ws rn oe 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) ao Se 
Manchester, E.) ... 464 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ... 473 

Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Mr. Carvell Williams (Nottingham- 
Bodmin) iis ... 464 shire, Mansfield) eds ioe a 

Mr. E. Boulnois (Maryle- Mr. Heywood Johnson (Sussex, 
bone, E.) ae ae Horsham) in coe. 


Question put— 


The House divided.—Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 161. (Division List No. 171.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn e 2, lines 5 and 6, to leave out the words ‘that number being 


divisible by three.’”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 
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Question proposed— 


“ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Solicitor-General (Sir 
R. B. Finlay, Inverness 


Burghs) alg son AD 
Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) .-. 480 


The House divided.—Ayes, 245 ; Noes, 
Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


Page 

Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) im a ... 480 
Mr. Lough (Islington, WV.) sx) Oe 
Sir E. Clarke (Plymouth) ... 482 


Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 482 


89. (Division List No. 172.) 


“Tn Clause 2, page 2, line 33, to leave out from ‘ purpose’ to ‘make’ in 


line 34.”—(Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) .. 486 


Amendment negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 


Mr, Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton) .... 487 


“Tn Clause 2, page 2, line 37, at end to add (c) — At the first election of 
aldermen after the passing of this Act any six councillors may agree in nomina- 
ting one person as P v-venon and thereupon such person shall be declared elected 
as alderman, and the six councillors nominating him shall have no further part 
in such election ; and that every subsequent triennial election of aldermen any 
twelve councillors may agree in nominating one person as alderman, and there- 
upon such person shall be declared elected as alderman, and the twelve councillors 
nominating him shall have no further part in such election. ”’—(Mr. Courtney.) 


Question proposed— 


“ That those words be there inserted.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... .. 488 


Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ In page 2, line 37, at the end of Clause 3, to insert the words, ‘ (d) A person 
shall be qualified to be elected as alderman in any metropolitan borough who is 
qualified to be elected as councillor in the same or any other metropolitan 


borough.” —(Mr. Courtney.) 


Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury (Mr, A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) ... , 490 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 490 
Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hox- 
WE has: ate ... 490 
Sir E. Clarke (Plymouth) 491 
Question put. 


Sir J. Brunner (Cheshire, Northwich) 491 
Mr. E. A. Goulding (Wilts, Devizes) 492 
Captain Norton (Newington, WV.) 492 
Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peckham) 492 
Mr. Kimber (Wandsworth) ... 492 
Mr. J. Lowles (Shoreditch, Hagger- 


OY ins ass 493 


The House divided,—Ayes, 67 ; Noes, 139. (Division List No. 173.) 
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Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, line 24, after the words ‘town clerk,’ to insert the words ‘and 
shall be the town clerk within the meaning of the Acts relating to the registra- 
tion of electors.’ ”—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Page 


Question proposed— 
“ That those words be there inserted.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“ After the word ‘and’ to insert the words ‘he or the registration officer 
appointed by the borough council as hereinafter provided.’ ”°—(Mr. James 


Stuart.) 


Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted in the proposed Amendment.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 497 The Attorney-General (Sir Richard 


Mr. R. G. Webster (St. Pan- Webster, Isle of Wight) 498 
cras, E.) sie ... 498 
Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In Clause 4, line 21, to insert ‘ or do not, within six months after application 
made, give their sanction.’ ”—(Captain Jessel.) 
Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 

The Attorney-General (Sir The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. 
tichard Webster, Isle of Finlay, Inverness Burghs)  ... 501 
Wight)... ai ... 500 

Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hox- 
ton) 5s .» 900 

Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
__ “In page 5, line 32, to leave out sub-section (6), of Clause 6.”—(Mr. Pickers- 
gill.) 
Question proposed— 
“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 

The Solicitor-General (Sir Mr. McKenna (Monmouth, N.) ... 504 
Rk. B. Finlay, Inverness Sir F. S. Powell (Wigan) --- 805 
Burghs). 7 io 5 te Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Horton).. 505 

Mr. Sydney Burton (Tower Sir EB. Clarke (Plymouth) ... 606 
Hamlets, Poplar) 2). 08 

Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, 

Haggerston) ... ... 504 


Question put— 
The House divided :—Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 57. (Division List, No. 174.) 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 12, after the word ‘order’ to insert the words, ‘ provided 
that, at any interval of not less than five years, the London County Council 
and the borough council may revise and alter the amount of the contribution, 
or, in default of agreement, the Local Government Board may, on the applica- 
tion of either party, if it think fit, revise and vary the existing arrangement.” 
—(Mr. Sydney Buxton.) 


Question proposed— 
“ That those words be there inserted.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 4. J. Balfour, Manchester, BE.) ... ... 509 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 


18 
“In page 6, line 28, to leave out the word ‘report,’ in order to insert the 
word ‘submit.’”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 
instead thereof :— 
(Juestion proposed— 
“That the word ‘report’ stand part of the Bill.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Solicitor-General (Sir R. Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, Haggerston) 511 
- oa Inverness 510 The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
Burghs oh baton ao) mie ae i a a 
Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hox- A. J. Balfour, Maxchester, BE.) 511 
ton)... es sci ON 
Question put and agreed to. 
] 


Amendment negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, line 1, after the word ‘parish,’ to insert the words, ‘it shall be 
constituted a parish for the purposes of assessment, and for the making, levy, 
and collection of rates, and.’ ”—(Mr. Cripps.) 





Question proposed 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Attorney-General (Sir The First Lord of the Treasury 
Richard Webster, Isle of (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
Wight) ... ras ee chester, E.) < re ace Ee 


Sir Edward Clarke (Plymouth) 514 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 7, line 23, after the word ‘borough’ to insert the words, ‘and of 
churchwardens of every parish within their borough except in so far as these re- 
late to ecclesiastical purposes.’ ”--(Mr. James Stuart.) 


Question, “That those words be there inserted,” put, and negatived, 


Other amendments made. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“In page 8, line 5, after the word ‘clerk’ to insert the words, ‘upon such 
date or within such period as the Local Government Board may prescribe, so 
that all the rates collected in a metropolitan borough from any person may be 
included in one demand note.’ ”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


Question proposed— 
“‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 8, line 33, to leave out the words ‘ where the whole of a Poor Law 
union is within one borough.’ ”—(Mr. Cripps.) 


Question proposed— 
“That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the Bill.” 
DIscUSSION :— 
The Attorney-General (Sir Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ... 519 
Richard Webster, Isle of 
Wight) ... i a OAS 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed 


“In page 10, line 40, after the word ‘borough’ to insert the words ‘ not- 
withstanding the inclusion of the parish in the first schedule to this Act.’”— 
(Mr. Bousfield.) 


Question proposed— 
“ That those words be there inserted.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, BE.) ... 520 


Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 


“ To leave out the words relating to population, in order to insert ‘is part.’ ” 
—(Mr. Bousjield.) 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, BE.) ... 521 
Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 11, line 33, at the end of line 17, to insert the words— 

‘If, under or by virtue of the provisions of this Act, or of any Order in 
Council made in pursuance thereof, any parish or place maintaining its own 
poor shall be divided into two or more parishes or portions of parishes, such 
division shall not destroy the settlements which poor persons may have therein 
at the date of such division, but every person who has at the date of such division 
a settlement in any parish or place divided as aforesaid shall be deemed to be 
settled in the new parish which shall contain the house or other place or places 
in which the settlement, acquired or derived by such person, shall have been 
gained. Provided always that no such settlement as aforesaid shall be retained 
if it was gained under or by virtue of a residence partly in one of the new 
parishes and partly in another. 

‘If, under or by virtue of the provisions of this Act, or of any Order in Council 
made in pursuance thereof, any parish or place maintaining its own poor shall 
be divided into two or more parishes or portion of parishes, such division shall 
not destroy a status of irremovability acquired by virtue of a residence in the 
union of which the divided parish shall have formed part or consisted, but such 
status of irremovability shall be deemed to have been acquired in the parish 
which shall contain the house or other place in which the person having such 
status of irremovability shall be resident at the time when such division shall 
take place, or if he shall then be in receipt of relief in the parish which shall 
contain the house or other place in which he was resident at the time of becom- 

ng chargeable.’ ”—(Captain Chaloner.) 
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Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) ... 522 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 12, line 30, after the word ‘churchwarden,’ to insert the words 
‘or sidesman.’ ”—(Mr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed— 
“That the words ‘or sidesman’ be there inserted.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 12, lines 32 and 33, to leave out the words ‘ the inhabitants of 
the parish,’ in order to insert the words, ‘Such inhabitants of the parish 
as shall have obeyed that rubric of the Book of Common Pr rayer which is 
printed at the end of the Order of the Administration of the Holy ‘Communion, 
and which requires that every parishioner shall communicate at the least 
three times in the year, of which Easter is to be one.’”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 


The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)  ... 526 


Question proposed— 
“ That the words ‘ the inhabitants of’ stand part of the Bill.” 


It being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed on Thursday. 


QUESTION. 


RioTinG IN BELFAST—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds Central). 


Adjourned at Twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





COMMONS.—WEDNESDAY, 7TH JUNE, 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


City and Brixton eanaaiited salina aiean considered ; to be read the 
third time ee 537 


Godalming r~ icanaaal heascni Bill—As amended, to be considered sia 
Tuesday next . er ae ; - 537 


London County Council (General wiatiatas ss amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Tuesday next... ; : .. 537 


London a enero a amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time... ose one eae o a 
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Stockport yea Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 


time 


Brighton Marine mad vane —_ _ a a second _ and 
committed 


Furness Railway Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed 


Paisley and i ean District tanita Bill — Read a second time, 
and committed.. 


STANDING ORDERS. 


Ordered, That so much of the Standing Order No. 91 as fixes five as the 
quorum of the Select Committee on Standing Orders be read, and 
suspended La ; 4 Poa 


Ordered, That, for the remainder of the Session, three be the quorum of the 
Committee—(Mr John Ellis.) ... is 


PETITIONS. 


Borough Funds Act (1872)—Petition from Mytholmroyd, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table = 55 aoc ee eh dist 


Education of Children Bill—Petitions in favour ;—From Burton-on-Trent, 
and Wolverhampton ; to lie upon the Table se ue ns ve 


Ground Rents (Taxation by Local Authorities)—Petitions in favour ; 
From Burton-on-Trent and Wolverhampton ; to lie upon the Table 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill—Pctition 
from Row, in favour ; to lie upon the Table a we see a 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petitions in favour ;—From Dy sart Colliery, 
and Dannikier ; to lie upon the Table , 


Parish Churches (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the General Assembly of the 
Church of Scotland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table va a 


Poor Law Officers’ in fag (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour ; 
—From Angus, and Stirling ; to lie upon the Table a sl 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) ee —Petition from Airdrie, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table 2 : ee 


Rating of Machinery Bill—?etition of the Mining Association of Great 
Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table i. ‘is rr ae 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour ;—From 
Sheffield, London, Bolton, Barnsley, Pendleton, and Ashton-under-Lyne ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ae ee sas Ss ad - 


Telegraphs (Telephonic Cyeenaiantion, sed mes Petition from Bristol, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 
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Telegraphs (Telephonic Communication, &c.) gustan from Tod- 


morden, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Airdrie, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table a as xa a < 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


East INDIA (PROGRESS AND CoNnDITION)—Paper [presented 6th June] to be 
printed [No. 211.] iy bs it fd nas ; 

NATIONAL PoRTRAIT GAL a ee presented,—of Forty-second Annual 
Report of the Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery sia Uby Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table 

SUPERANNUATION AcT, 1884—Copy tl. —of Padi Minute, dated 
30th May, 1899, declaring that James Muspratt, auxiliary postman, 
London Post Office Department, was appointed without a Civil Service 
certificate through inadvertence on the part of the Head of his Depart- 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 

Pustic WorsHip REGULATION AND CuurCH DiscrPLINE—Return presented, 
relative thereto [Ordered 23rd February—Mr. Sydney Gedye]; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed... $s ne a os 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
SERVICE FRANCHISE BILL. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave out from the word ‘employment’ to the word 
‘he,’ in line 8.” —(Mr. McKenna.) 


Sir J. Blundell Maple (Camberwell, East Dulwich) 


Question put, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 40; Noes, 58. (Division List, 
No. 175.) 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, 
Egremont)... ... as (4) Forest of Dean) Wer 
Mr. McKenna (Monmouth, 
Me ce Sas oe 


Clauses 2 and 3 agreed to. 


sill reported ; as amended, to be considered upon Wednesday next 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 


(IN THE COMMITTEE.) 
] ISCUSSION :— 
Mr. George Whiteley (Stockport) 542 Mr. James Lowther i 
Lhanet) . 


539 


539 


540 
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Amendments ruled “ Out of order.” 


Intoxicating Liquors (Sunday Closing) Bill.—Second Reading ; order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed—‘ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. Tritton.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, N.E.) 544 Mr. James Lowther .. 545 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 545 Mr. Nussey (Pontefract) ... 550 
Mr. T. W. Russell (Tyrone, 8.) 545 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, in order to 


add the words ‘no Bill to restrict the sale of intoxicating liquors on Sunday is 
satisfactory unless it embodies the principle of local option. >” _(Mr. Nussey.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Warner( Stafford, Lichfield) 551] Mr. Gallow ay (Manchester, 


Mr. Sydney Gedge (Walsall) 553 S.W.) <a h a ae 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cumberland, Sir Wilfrid Lawson... <<. woo 

Cockermouth) ... .. 553 Mr. Galloway ... .. 558 
Mr. Sydney Gedge .. 554 Mr. Davitt (Mayo, “. « oe 
Mr. Tritton (Lambeth Nor- Mr. Galloway ... 561 

wood) ... 556 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 561 
Mr. Sydney Gedge .. 556 Sir Wilfrid Lawson... 562 
Mr. Samuel Young (Cova, Mr. Gibson Bowles te . 562 

E.) . 556 Mr. Davitt = ves ... 563 
Sir Wilfr id ‘Law son 557 Mr. Gibson Bowles ba, 3°. “BS 


Mr. Samuel Young w. DDT 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Debate be now adjourned.”—(Mr. Galloway.) 


Sir J. Leese (Lancashire, Accrington) ... bei aie ios .- 566 
Question put. 
The House divided—Ayes, 95 ; Noes, 85—(Division List, 176.) 
Debate to be resumed upon Wednesday next. 
Wine and Beerhouse Acts Amendment Bill—Second Reading. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” —(Mr. Lloyd-George.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Mr. Jesse Collings ‘e 575 
Thanet) .. 567 Mr. J. H. Roberts (Denbighshire, 
Sir Wilfrid ‘Lawson (Cumber- ft ae 575 
land, Cockermouth) . 569 Mr. Banbury (C umberwell, Peck- 
Mr. James Lowther . 569 ham) ... 577 
Mr. Courtney (Cor nwall, Mr. Warner (Stafordshire Lich- 
Bodmin)... 571 field) .. 578 
Mr. Edmund — Robertson Sir James Ferg ‘guusson (Manchester, 
(Dundee) 572 N. E.) 579 
The Under Secretary ‘'y to the Mr. Dalziel (Ki irkealdy Burgh)... 580 
Home Office (Mr. Jesse Mr. Jesse Collings : 581 
Collings, Birmingham, Mr. Dalziel... 581 
Bordesley) ; 574 Mr. Richards (Finsbury, ‘E. >. 3 SSS 
Mr. Gibson Bowles as nn Mr. Lvershed (Staffordshire, 
Regis) 575 Burton) ; Ks ... 583 





Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the words 
‘upon this day three months.’”—(Mr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed— 
“That the word ‘now’ stand part of the question.” 


Question put— 

The House divided :—Ayes, 138 ; Noes, 183.—(Division List, No. 177.) 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 

Second Reading put off for three months. 


Succession Scotland Bill (Second Reading.)—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, 
A. Graham Murray, Peckham) _ ... 691 
Buteshire) ind | OR 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed on Wednesday, 21st June. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. ° 


Ordered that Mr. Henry Plews do attend the Committee on the Great 
Southern and Western, and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway 
Companies Amalgamation, and the Great Southern and Western Rail- 
way Bills to-morrow, at Twelve of the clock. 


Pusiic Peritions ComMITreE.—Sixth Report brought up and read ; to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Six o’clock. 
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LORDS : THURSDAY, 8TH JUNE, 1899. 


NEW PEER. 
The Lord Monson—Sat first in Parliament after the death of his brother. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Owens College, Manchester Bill [Lords].—Report of Her Majesty’s 


Attorney-General received, and ordered to lie on the Table 


North-West London eesti dl Bill—Committee to meet on Monday 
next s em te bye 


Ayr Burgh Bill—Committee to meet on Thursday next 
Brooke’s Park (Londonderry) Bill—Committed for Tuesday next 


Nottingham Corporation Bill—The CuAirnman or Commirrees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill was withdrawn ; the Order made 
on the 28th of April last discharged ; and Bill committed ... 


Cambridge University and Town Gas_ Bill [Lords]—Commons 


Amendments considered, and agreed to 


St. Albans Gas Bill A seuss Commons Amendments considered, and 
agreed to sg me = vas ae ah a a 


Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill 


(Lords]— -Commons Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Wolverhampton Tramways Bill [{Lords]—Repoit from the Select Com- 
mittee: That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of 
the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition thereto ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table: The Orders made on the 13th of March and 
Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill committed 

Maryport Harbour Bill [Lords]—Report from the Select Committee : 
That it is not expedient to proceed further with the Bill ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table 


Buenos Ayres and Pacific arid ay eas rds }—Reported, 


with Amendments 
Lisburn Town Commissioners Bill—Reported, with Amendments 


London, Brighton, and South- anaes panied ennai Bill—Ke aes 


with Amendments 
Yorke Estate Bill | Lords|—Reported, with Amendments 


West Middlesex Water Bill—-Read the second time, and committed : The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... 


Aire and Calder Navigation Bill—lKead the second time, and committed: 
The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ! 
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Cork Corporation (Finance) Bill—Read the second time, and committed . 


East London Water Bill.—Read the second time, and committed: The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection... he hae 


Great Western and Great Central Railway Companies Bill.—Read the 
second time, and committed: The Committee to be proposed by the 
Committee of Selection os v4 7 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway (Various Powers) Bill— 
Read the second time, and committed: The Committee to be proposed by 
the Committee of Selection sie 


Manchester Corporation (General Powers) Bill—Lead the second time, 
and committed: The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of 
Selection me ‘ 


South Staffordshire pict tinsel Justice Bill—KRead the second time, 


and committed.. 
Redditch Gas Bill—Read the second time, and committed 


Milton Creek Conservancy Bill——Read the second time, and committed : 
The Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection Fe 


North Pembrokshire and Fishguard a Bill—Read the second 


time, and committed for Monday next 


Uxbridge and Rickmansworth Cagatens Bill—RKead the second time, and 
committed met fe it ny 


Owen’s oe omuereaibe Bill—Read the second time (according to 
Order) .. ay ie ros is be 


Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill | Lords|—Read the third time ; 
Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons ~ Bese 


London and North-Western Railway (New Railways) Bill— 
Brought from the Commons; read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Arbroath roreeeaina Gas Bill | [Loni Returned from the Commons 
agreed to ie ane ae nore eee 


Kew Bridge Bill Lords} Returned from the Commons agreed to 


Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway Bill.—Report from the 
Committee of Selection, That the following Lords be proposed to the House 
to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills: (viz.) 
M. Bristol, EK. Bathurst, E. Camperdown (chairman), L. Seaton, L. Shute 
(VY. Barrington) :—Gas Orders Confirmation (No, 2) Bill [Lords]; Education 
Department Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill | Lords] ; 
Stockport Corporation Water Bil ; Stockport District Water Bill; 
Scunthorpe Urban Distriet Gas and Water Bill; Goole Urban District 
Council Bill ; South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
Companies Bill; South-Eastern Railway Bill. Agreed to; and the said 
Lords appointed accordingly ; The Committee to meet on Tuesday next, at 
Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to 
the petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard 


as desired, as also counsel for the Bills. ad re ee wn §95- 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT.—Report to Committee of Council on Education of 
the proceedings of the Charity Commissioners for England and Wales 
under the Endowed Schools Acts, 1869-1889, for the year 1898 ... 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SeErtEs.)—No. 2282. Brazil (Bahia); No. 2283. 
France (Nice and District) ; No. 2284. Brazil (Rio de Janeiro) ; No. 2285. 
Denmark (Iceland) ; No. 2286. Turkey (Beirut and the coast of Syria) .. 


TREATY Series, No. 13 (1899.)—Accession of Japan to the International 
Union for the protection of literary and artistic works, 15th July, 1899 . 


NATIONAL PorTrRAIT GALLERY.—Forty-second Annual Report of the Trustees 
of the National Portrait Gallery (1899) Kis a 


SoutH AFRICAN RepuBLic.—Further Correspondence relating to the claim of 
the South African Republic for damages on account of the Jameson raid. 
Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884—-Treasury Minute, dated May 30, 1899, declar- 
ing that James Muspratt, auxiliary postman, London, Post Office Depart- 
ment, was appointed without a Civil Service certificate through inadver- 
tence on the part of the head of his Department. Laid before the House 
(pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


PETITION. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES Act, 1896—Petition for amendment of; of Tithe- 


owning Clergy of England and Wales, read, and ordered to lie on the 


Table 


QUESTION. 





SoutH AFRICAN REPUBLIC—BLOEMFONTEIN Question, The Earl 
of Camperdown ; Answer, The Under r Secretary 0 of State for War apes 
Earl of Selbor ne) ie y ‘ 





THE SOUDAN CAMPAIGN, 189 ed— 
* That Standing Order No. XXI. be considered in order to its being sus- 


pended for this day’s sitting.” —(Zhe Marquess of Salisbury.) 
On Question, agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


Moved— 

“ That the consideration of the Queen’s Message and the Motion for accord- 
ing the thanks of this House to the forces engaged in the recent yrs in 
the Soudan have precedence of the Orders of the Day.”—(The Marquess of 
Salisbury). 


On Question, agreed to, and ordered accordingly. 


DISCUSSION : 
The Prime Minister and The Earl of Kimberley ... 
Secretary of State for Fo- The Marquess of Salisbury 


reign Affairs (The Mar- 
quess of Salisbury) .» 600 
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Her Majesty’s most gracious Message of Friday last considered (according to 
Order): Then a humble Address of thanks and concurrence ordered 
nemine dissentiente to be presented to Her Majesty thereupon: The said 
Address to be presented to Her Majesty by the Lords with White Staves. 


RESOLUTION :— 
The Prime Minister and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (the Mar- 
quess of Salisbury), the Earl of Kimberley ae ms ae 


Resolved, nemine dissentiente, That the thanks of this House be given to Major- 
General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., for the 
distinguished skill and ability with which he planned and conducted the 
campaign on the Nile of 1896-97-98, which culminated in the battle of 
Omdurman, the capture of Khartoum, and the overthrow of the power of 
the Khalifa. 


That the thanks of this House be given to Major-General Sir A.Hunter, K.C.B., 
D.S.0O.; Major-General Sir H. M. L. Rundle, K.C.B., C.M.G., D.S.O., 
R.A. ; Major-General Sir W. F. Gatacre, K.C.B., D.S.0. ; Major-General 
the Hon. N. G. Lyttelton, C.B.; Major-General A. G. Wauchope, 
C.B., C.M.G. ; Major and Brevet Colonel SirF. R. Wingate, K.C.M.G., C.B., 
D.S.0., R.A. ; Lieutenant-Colonel and Brevet Colonel C. J. Long, R.A. ; 
Major and Brevet Colonel J. G. Maxwell, D.S.O.; Major and Brevet 
Colonel H. A. Macdonald, D.S.O.; Lieutenant-Colonel D. F. Lewis, C.B. ; 
Major and Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel J. Collinson, C.B.; Commander 
C. R. Keppel, C.B., D.S.0., R.N.; and to the other Officers and Warrant 
Officers of the Navy, the British and the Egyptian Army, and the Royal 
Marines, for the energy and gallantry with which they executed the 
services which they were called upon to perform ; 


That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the gallantry, discipline, 
and good conduct displayed by the Petty Officers, Non-commissioned 
Officers, and Men of the Navy, the British and the Egyptian Army, and 
Royal Marines during the campaign ; 


That the thanks of this House be given to Lieutenant-General Sir Francis 
Grenfell, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., for the support and assistance which he 
afforded to the forces employed in the operations in the Soudan ; 


That this House doth acknowledge, with admiration, the distinguished valour, 
devotion, and conduct of those other Officers and Men who have perished 
during the campaign in the Soudan in the service of their country, and 
feels deep sympathy with their relatives and friends ; 


Ordered that the Lord Chancellor do communicate the said resolutions to 
General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum and to Lieutenant-General Sir 
Francis Grenfell, and that General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum be re- 
quested by the Lord Chancellor to communicate the same to the several 
other officers referred to therein : 


Sea Fisheries Bill [Lords]}—(Second Reading.)—Order of the Day for the 
Second Reading read. 


Lord Heneage ... pe ed = = sits ne sn 
Moved— 
“ That the Bill now be read a second time.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
The Secretary of State for Scot- Lord Heneage ... wes eee 


land (Lord Balfour of 
Burleigh) ves whe 
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On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read a second time (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Thursday, the 22nd instant. 


Reformatory Schools Amendment Bill [Lords]|—(Second Reading.) Order 
of the Day for the Second Reading read. 
Lord Leigh i a a oe as ie snk «6. 


Moved— 
“That the Bill now be read a second time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Jumes of Hereford... 614 Lord Norton —... ye ... 614 
On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read a second time (according to Order), and committed to a Com- 
mittee of the whole House on Monday next. 


Prevention of Corruption Bill | Lords]—House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without Amendment : Standing Committee negatived : 
Amendments made : Bill re-committed to a Committee of the whole House ; 
and to be printed as amended. (No. 108.) 


Farnley Tyas Marriages Bill [Lords]—House in Committee (according to 
Order): Bill reported without Amendment : Standing Committee negatived : 
and Bill to be read a third time To-morrow. 

QUESTION. 


THE APPOINTMENT OF AN ADDITIONAL JUDGE—Question, Lord Russell of 
Killowen ; Answer, The Lord Chancellor... si eis en ‘ne WF 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 


COMMONS, THURSDAY, 8tH JUNE, 1899. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to :—Pilotage Provisional 
Order Bill, with Amendment ; Ilford Gas Bill, with Amendments ie) 6s 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to amend the Con- 

gested Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897.” [Congested Districts (Scotland) 


Act Amendment Bill [Lords]... 618 
Also, a bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order made 

by the Edneation Department under the Elementary Education Acts, 

1870 to 1893, to enable the School Board for Liverpool to put in force 

the Lands Clauses Acts.” [Education Department Provisional Order Con 

firmation (Liverpool) Bill [Lords] — ... 3 i ey et ian OS 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm further powers on the 
Lowestoft. Water and Gas Company in connection with their water under- 
taking ; and for other purposes.” [Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [Lords] 618 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for enabling the North-Eastern Rail- 
way Company and the Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway 
and Dock Company to make a dock ‘and railw ays at Hull ; and for other 
purposes.” [North-Eastern and Hull and Barnsley Railways (Joint Dock) 
Bill [Lords] ae a at a Si : 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to confer additional powers upon 
theNorth- Eastern Railway Company for theconstruction of new railways and 
other works and the acquisition of additional ands ; and for transferring 
to the Company the North Holderness Light Railway Company ; and for 
other purposes.” [North-Eastern Railway Bill [Lords] _ ... a pit wee 


618 


_y 
—_ 
bo 


Jones’s Divorce Bill [Lords|--That they do communicate Minutes of 
Evidence and Proceedings taken upon the Second Reading of Jones’s 

14 Divorce Bill, as desired by this House, with a request that the same may 

be returned... aa ake sie sah bon es we we - 618 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bills [Lords]}—(STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Totland Water Bill 
| Lords]|—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time... Lal <3 Re 


All Saints’ Church (Cardiff) Bill {Lords}—Motion made, and Question 


proposed 


“ That it be an [nstruction to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
to whom the Bill is referred, that they do inquire and report as to whether 
Standing Order No. 3 (notices by advertisement) has or has not been complied 
with.”—(Mr. D. A. Thomas.) 


“I 


DISCUSSION : 
Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cun- Sir EB. Hill (Bristol, 8.)... wc O28 
berland, Penrith) v7 S23 Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ... 20) 823 
Mr. DV. Brynmor Jones 
(Swansea District) ..», 622 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
West Gloucestershire Water Bill—lead the third time, and passed ... 624 


Woking Water and Gas Bill—Read the third time, and passed... oc... (O94 


we 


Dumbarton Burgh Bill [Lords|—As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time ose aa ne at ... 624 


Sheffield Corporation Markets Bill—<As amended, considered; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read the third time.. ; ee xs. 1684 


Railway Bills (Group 8)—Mr. A pr Tatton Ecrrron reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group 8 of Railway Bills ;—That, for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned: till Monday, the 19th of June, at half- arte 
Eleven of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table.. ro 624 
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STANDING ORDERS—Resolution reported from the Committee— 


“ That, in the case of the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Pilotage) Bill 
[Lords], the Sti unding Orders ought to be dispensed with: That the parties be 
permitted to proceed. with their Bill.” 


































Resolution agreed to... a sv ve a ais ... 624 


Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills—Ordered, That Joseph Parry 
and John James Lackland do attend the Select Committee on Police and 
Sanitary Regulations Bills To-morrow, at Twelve of the clock —... ... 624 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Liverpool) 
Bill Ul sords |— Read the first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. {Bill 228.]... ae es ee: Oe 


Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill [Lords|]--Read the first time ; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... au ee sxx 1620 


North-Eastern and Hull and Barnsley Railways (Joint Dock) Bill 
{ Lords ]—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Poidtons 
tor Private Bills ake ps ie ei det nce my vee RS 


North-Eastern Railway Bill {Lords|—Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills a ha ae sos, oat 


fa) | 


PETITIONS. 


Poor LAW ReELier (DIsFRANCHISEMENT)—Two Petitions from Cardiff, for 
alteration of Law; to lie upon the Table ... ee xe re iss SS 


on 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


SoutH AFRICAN ReEpusLic—Copy presented,—of further correspondence 
relating to the claim of the South African Republic for damages on 
account of the Jameson Raid [by Command]; to lie upon the Table .... 625 


EpucaTION (ENGLAND AND WALES) (ENDOWED ScHooLs Acts)—Copy pre- 
sented,—of the Report of the proceedings of the Charity Commissioners 
for England and Wales, under the Endowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, 
for the year 1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... st se 088 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos, 2282 to 2286, [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table... ate es sei aut eee igs ... 626 


Papers laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 

1. Inquiry into Charities (County of Carmarthen),—Further Return 
relative thereto [ordered 10th February, 1898 ; [M/r. Grant Lawson.]; 
to be printed. [No. 213.] 

2. Charitable Endowments (West Riding of the County of York), 
Charitable Endowments (Bradford), Inquiry into Charities (Parish of 
Halifax, including County Borough of Halifax), Inquiry into Charities 
(City of Sheffield), Leeds (Inquiry into Charities), Huddersfield 
County Borough (Charities),—further Returns relative thereto 
[ordered 10th August 1894, 13th May, 1896, 8th February, 1897 ; 8th 
April 1897, 29th” July, 1897 ; [ Mr. Francis Stevenson and Mr. Grant 
Lawson ; to be printed. [No. 214.) . ‘ soo O96 
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WorKMEN’s TRAINS—Return ordered, “showing (1) the number of Work- 
men’s Trains running on all Railw ays in Great Britain ; (2) the distance 
run and the fares charged on each particular Train ; and (3) the Return to 
be prepared as that issued by the Board of Trade cA with London 
Railways in 1897.”—(Mr. Woods.) i 


EXPERIMENTS ON Living ANiMALS—Address for “Return showing the 
number of Experiments performed on Living Animals during the year 1898, 
under Licences granted under the Act 39 and 40 Vic. c. 77, distinguishing 
Painless from Painful Experiments (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 215, of Session 1898).”—{Mr. Jesse Collings.) ... 


ARMY (LENGTH OF SERVICE AND AGES OF MEN IN EACH UnitT)—Address 
for “ Return with respect to all Infantry Regiments to which one or more 
Battalions have been added ; the Return also to show the number of men 
of the First Class Army Reserve recalled to, and serving with, the Colours 
in each Battalion of such Regiments “a continuation of Return es — is 
—(Mr. Arnold Forster.) . 


ARMY (LENGTH OF SERVICE AND AGES OF MEN IN NEW BATTERIES OF 
Roya ARTILLERY)—Address for “Return showing the number of Men 
serving in each of the newly-formed Batteries or Companies of the Royal 
Artillery, with the Age and — of Service of the Men. shia sas Arnold 
Forster.) 


East InpIA (MILITARY BULLET)—Address for “Copy of Reports on the 
Military Bullet now in use in India.”—(Lord George Hamilton.)... 


Matta (PoLiTIcAL ConpiTION)—Address for ‘‘ Copy of a Despatch addressed 
to the Secretary of State for the Colonies by Sir Arthur Lyon Fremantle, 
late Governor of Malta, dated 29th December, 1898, on the political 
condition of Malta ; and of all recent Correspondence relative to the same.’ 
—(Mr. M‘Iver.) - : 


QUESTIONS. 


THE Muscat INCIDENT—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, Forest 
of Dean); Answer, The Under anaes of State for er Affairs site 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ¥% 


EXEMPTION OF FOREIGN CONSULS FROM TAXATION—Question, Mr. Dillon 
(Mayo, E.); Answer, The Under sacs J of State for me Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... és 


RussiA AND British LOAN CONTRACTS IN CHINA—Question, Lord Charles 
Beresford (York); Answer, The Under ne of State for Beto 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) , 


RusstaAN RAILWAY CONCESSIONS IN PERSIA—Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; 
Answer, The Under ponte oi of State for — Affairs — HMA 
Surrey, Guildford)... out 


BriTIsH INTEREST IN THE PERSIAN GULF—Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for india Affairs paca ee 
Surrey, Guildford)... viel 


RusstAN TAXES ON ENGLISH COMMERCIAL TRAVELLERS—Question, Mr. Bill 
(Staffordshire, Leek) ; Answer, The Under oe of State for oe 
Affairs (Mr, Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 
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Bill “to provide against the Destruction of Undersized Fish,” ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Ritchie. 

Bill “to provide against the Destruction of Undersized Fish,” presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 229.] 


Parish Councillors (Tenure of Office) Bill—Lords’ Amendment to be con- 


sidered forthwith ; considered, and agreed to 


THE SOUDAN EXPEDITION, 1896-7-8. 
(THANKS OF THE HOUSE.) 


Motion made and Question proposed— 

“That the thanks of this House be given to Major-General Lord Kitchener 
of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., for the distinguished skill and ability with 
which he planned and conducted the campaign on the Nile of 1896-7-8, which 
culminated in the battle of Omdurman, the capture of _ Khartoum, and the over- 
throw of the power of the Khalifa. ”_Mr. Balfour. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) ... 
(Stirling Burghs) > Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) Sie —. oe 


Question put. 

The House divided—Ayes, 321; Noes, 20. (Division List, No. 178.) 

1. Resolved, That the thanks of this House be given to Major-General 
Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., for the distinguished 
skill and ability with which he planned and conducted the campaign 
on the Nile of 1896-7-8, which culminated in the Battle of Omdurman, 
the capture of Khartoum, and the overthrow of the power of the 
Khalifa. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“ That the thanks of this House be given to :—Major-General Sir Archibald 
Hunter, K.C.B., D.S.O. ; Major- General Sir Henry Macleod Leslie-Rundle, 
K.C.B, C.M.G, D.S.0, R.A. Major-General Sir William Forbes Gatacre, 
K.C.B., D.S.0.; Major- General the Hon. Neville Gerald Lyttelton, C.B. ; 
Major- General i G. Wauchope, C.B., C.M.G. ; Major and Brevet-Colonel Sir 
Francis Reginald Wingate, K.C.M.C., c [be Di S. O., R.A. ; Lieutenant-Colonel 
and Brevet-Colonel C. J. Long, R.A. ; "Major and Brevet Colonel J. G. Maxwell, 
D.S.0.; Major and Brevet- “Colonel H. ‘A. MacDonald, D.S.O. ; Lieutenant: 
Colonel D. F. Lewis, C.B.; Maj 9 and Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel J. Collinson, 
C.B. ; Captain C. R. Kep rel, C.B., D.S.O., R.N. ; and to the other Officers and 
Warrant Officers of the Navy, the British and the Egyptian Army, and the 
Royal Marines, for the energy and gallantry with whieh they executed the 
services which they were called upon to perform.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


DISCUSSION :— 

Dr. Farquharson (A berdeen- Mr. Davitt 
shire, W.) vr oe OOO Mr. A. J. Balfour 

Mr. Davitt (Mayo, S ee cau ewe Mr. Channing 

The First Lord of the Treasury Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E. .. we 
(Mr. A. J. me Man- Major Rasch (Essex, SE.) 
chester, E.) ’ 675 Mr. H. J. Wilson (York, W R., a 

Mr. Davitt.. ‘i .. 675 Holmfirth) 

Mr. Channing g ee Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnareonshire 
ton, E.).. ... 676 Eifion) 

Mr. A. J. Balfour... 2 GTB Mr. Lees Knowles “(Salford, 

Dr. Farquharson ... oo. ID ao ses me ts 


Mr, A. J. Balfour... ua, OOD 
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Question put. 

The House divided—Ayes, 347 ; Noes, 18. (Division List, No. 179.) 


2. Resolved, That the thanks of this House be given to Major-General 
Sir Archibald Hunter, K.C.B., D.S.O.; Major-General Sir Henry 
MacLeod Leslie-Rundle, K.C.B., C.M.G., D.S.O., R.A.; Major-General 
Sir William Forbes Gatacre, K.C.B., D.S.0. ; Major-General the Hon. 
Neville Gerald Lyttelton, C.B.; Major-General A. G. Wauchope, 
C.B., C.M.G. ; Major and Brevet Colonel Sir Francis Reginald Win- 
gate, K.C.M.G., C.B., D.S.0., R.A. ; Lieutenant-Colonel and Brevet 
Colonel C. J. Long, R.A. ; Major and Brevet Colonel J. G. Maxwell, 
D.S.O.; Major and Brevet Colonel H. A. MacDonald, D.S.O. ; 
Lieutenant-Colonel D. F. Lewis, C.B. ; Major and Brevet Lieutenant- 
Colonel J. Collinson, C.B.; Captain C. R. Keppel, C.B., D.S.0., R.N.; 
and to the other Officers and Warrant Officers of the Navy, the 
british and the Egyptian Army, and the Royal Marines, for the 
energy and gallantry with which they executed the services which 
they were called upon to perform 


Motion made, and Question put— 

“That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the gallantry, 
discipline, and good conduct displayed by the Petty Officers, Non-commissioned 
Officers, and Men of the Navy, the British and the Egyptian Army, and the 
Royal Marines during the campaign.”—(Mr. Balfour.) 


The House divided ; Ayes, 355; Noes, 16. (Division List, No. 180.) 


3. Resolved,—-That this House doth acknowledge and highly approve the 
gallantry, discipline, and good conduct displayed by the Petty 
Officers, Non-commissioned Officers, and Men of the Navy, the 
British and the Egyptian Army, and the Royal Marines during the 
campaign ... os : 


Motion made, and Question proposed 


“That the thanks of this House be given to Lieutenant-General Sir Francis 
Grenfell, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., for the support and assistance wlich he afforded to 
the forces employed in the operations in the Soudan.”—(Mr. Balfour). 


Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) 


uestion put, and agreed to. 
Question put, and agreed t 


Resolved,—That the thanks of this House be given to Lieutenant 
General Sir Francis Grenfell, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., for the support and 
assistance which he afforded to the forces employed in the operations in 
Soudan - - - - - - - - - - . - - 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That this House doth acknowledge, with admiration, the distinguished 
valour, devotion, and conduct of those other officers and men who have perished 
during the campaign in the Soudan in the service of their country, and feel deep 
sympathy with their rejatives and friends.”—(Mr. Balfour). 


DISCUSSION : 


Lord Charles Beresford The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Fork) ..: 33 ... 697 (Mr. A.J. Balfour, Manchester, 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) ... = 698 ae ie one sas 


Question put, and agreed to. 


5. Resolved,—That this House doth acknowledge, with admiration, 
the distinguished valour, devotion, and conduct of those other officers and 
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men who have perished during the campaign in the Soudan in the service 
of their country, and feel — sts di with their relatives and friends.— 
(Mr. Balfour) - - - $ : 3 : R 


Ordered,—That the said resolutions be transmitted by Mr. Speaker 
to Major-General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., and 
that he be requested to communicate the same to the several officers and 
men referred to therein.—(Mr. Balfour) - ; - - - . . 


London Government Bill—Order read, for resuming adjourned Debate 
on Amendment proposed [6th June] on consideration of the Bill, as 
amended :— 


* And which Amendment was, in page 12, lines 32 and 33, to leave out the 
words ‘the inhabitants of the parish, it order to insert the words ‘such inhabi- 
tants of the parish as shall have obeyed that rubric of the Book of Common 
Prayer which is printed at the end of the Order of the Administration of the 
Holy Communion, and which requires that every parishioner shall communicate 
at the least three times in the year, of which Easter is tobe one.’”—(Lord Hugh 
Cecil.) 


(Juestion again proposed— 
“That the words ‘the inhabitants of’ stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION RESUMED :— 


Mr, Carvell Williams (Notts, Mr. Gedge (Walsall) 
Mansfield) Ss ... 699 Mr. Harwood ( Bolton) we 
Mr. Vieary Gibbs (Herts, Nt. Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 
Alhans) ... ve se  AOT 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 12, line 33, after the words last inserted, to insert the words ‘ who 
shall declare themselves bona fide members of the Church of England.’” 
(Mr. Talbot.) 

Question proposed, ‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION : 


The First Lord ‘H the Ti (1- Viscount C'ranhorne (Rochester). - 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Mr. J. Gf. Talbot (Oxford Univer 
Manchester, E.)... 704 sity) 

Mr. to ia Gibbs (tert St. 
Albans).. ane . 705 


Question put, and negatived. Other Amendments made. 


\mendment proposed 
“In Clause 26, page 15, line 27, at end, to insert-—‘ Provided that the 
borough council may, if it thinks fit, take into account continuous service under 
any authority or authorities to which this Act refers, in order to calculate the 
total period of service of any officer entitled to compensation under this Act.’ ”— 
(Mr. W. F. D. Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That these words be there inserted.” 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... ioe 


Question put, and agreed to. 
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Further Amendment proposed— 


“(2) Sub-sections 4 and 7 of Section 89 of the Local Government Act, 1894, 
shall apply to the existing officers affected by this Act, as if references in 
those sub sections to the Cote h council, and all expenses incurred by the 
borough council in pursuance of those sub-sections shall be paid out of the 
general rate.”—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, The Solicitor-General (Sir RB. 
Hoxton) .. io ae Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ... 708 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 708 


Amend:nent agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Schedule 1, page 18, to leave out lines 10 and 11, and insert the words, 
‘The area consisting of the Parliamentary Division of Whitechapel, consisting of 
all the areas included in the Whitechapel District Board of Works, together with 
the Parliamentary Division of St. George’s-in-the-East (including Wapping).’ ”— 
(Sir Samuel Montagu.) 


Question proposed— 
“That the words proposed to be left out to the word ‘ Limehouse, in line 11, 


stand part of the Bill. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. H. 8S. Samuel (Tower Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, eat 

Hamlets, Limehouse) ... 710 ston) . 711 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton)... 712 
Hamlets, Poplar) ee Mr. Herbert Robertson (Hackney, 
Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 710 Bs. oh ae 
Mr. Steadman —_ (Tower The Solicitor-General (Sir BR. B. 
Hamlets, Stepney) 710 Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ... 713 
The First Lord of the Treasury Mr. Steadman ... me a or 
(Mr. A. J. ns Man- 
chester, E.) 711 
Question put. 
The House divided—Ayes, 133 ; Noes, 55. (Division List, No. 181.) 
Other Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed— 

“Tn Schedule 1, page 18, to leave out lines 14 and 15, and insert ‘The area 
consisting of the parishes of ‘St. George the Martyr, Christ Church, St. Saviour, 
Southwark, and Newington.’ ”_( The | Solicitor-General.) 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. 

Hamlets, Poplar) in. oe Finlay, Inverness Burghs) .... 715 


Amendment agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 


Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 18, line 30, to add, ‘and including the Collegiate Church of St. 
Peter, Westminster, and the Liberty of the Rolls.’ ”—( The Solicitor-General.) 


Page 





Question, ‘That these words be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 


Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. 
Hoxton) ... oa omy ee Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 


Other Amendments made. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


- “In page 19, column 2, line 20, before the word ‘subject,’ to insert the 
08 words, ‘ subjectto bye-laws and regulations made by the County Council and.’ ” 
—(Mr. James Stuart.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendments proposed— 


‘In Schedule 2, page 19, column 2, line 23, after ‘s. 100,’ to add, ‘and s. 101’; 
and in Schedule 2, page 19, column 2, line 23, after ‘s. 100,’ add, ‘ subject to the 
requirement that borough council shall send annually to county council a copy of 
the register.’”—(Mr. Stuart, for Captain Sinclair.) 

The Solicitor-General (Sir R. Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton)... 

B.Finlay,InvernessBurghs) 717 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Attention called to the fact that there were not 40 Members present. 
House counted, and 40 Members being present, Debate resumed. 


711 
719 Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 20, to leave out lines 26 and 27.”—(Sir John Dickson-Poynder.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
713 the Bill.” 


71 Discussion :— 

Mr.Pickersgill( BethnalGreen, The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. 
4 i ee se jas: Finlay, Inverness Burghs) ‘ 
Mr. Lowles (Shoreditch, Hag- Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.) ... 

gerston) ... os ae Colonel Hughes (Woolwich) 
Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hox- Mr. John Burns (Battersea)... 
me ae _ ... 723 Sir J. Dickson-Poynder (Wilts, 
Chippenham) ... “i ys 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendments proposed 


“In Schedule 2, page 20, to leaveout lines 26 and 27; and to leave out lines 
28 to 30.”—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 





The First Lord of the Col. Hughes (Woolwich)... sas 
715 Treasury (Mr. A. J. Mr. Sydney Buaton (Tower Ham- 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 730 lets, Poplar) ... , ~ 


Amendments, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other Amendments made. 


Bill to be read the third time upon Tuesday next 








Page 


717 


717 


i$; 


725 
726 
726 
727 


728 


730 
730 








Ixxvi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
June 8.] 


Finance Bill—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate on Amendment 
proposed (6th June) on consideration of the Bill, as amended :— 


And which Amendment was— 
“In page 2, line 27, after the word ‘enumerated,’ to insert the words, ‘and 
tested.’”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 
Question again proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 5, line 27, after the word ‘form,’ to insert the words ‘ but does not 
include any County Council or Municipal Corporation bills repayable not later 
than twelve months from their date, or any overdraft. at the bank or other loan 
raised for a merely temporary purpose for a period not exceeding twelve 
months.’ ”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Mr. J. P. Smith (Lanark, Partick) 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘bills, to insert the words ‘of exchange or 
promissory notes.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be inserted [in the proposed 


Amendment.” 

The Chancellor of the Ex- Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid) 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach, Bristol, W.) J “See 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question again proposed. 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“In line 3, after the word ‘raised, to leave out the words ‘ for a merely 


temporary purpose’ ”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the proposed Amendment.” 


The Chancellor of the Ex- Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, 
chequer (Sir M.  Hicks- Bridgeton) mes ns 
Beach, Bristol, W.) ion, d8 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Words inserted. 
Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 22, after the word ‘called, to insert the words, ‘ But pro- 
vided that the duty under this section shall be paid by a local authority only 
once in respect of the exercise by them of borrowing powers, and shall not be 
paid in — of money reborrowed by them to replace money borrowed which 
may have been paid off otherwise than by means of a statutory sinking fund.’ ” 
—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Solivitor-General (Sir k. B. Finlay, Inverness Burghs) 
Question put. 
The Committee divided —Ayes, 69 ; Noes, 168. (Division List, No. 182.) 
Another Amendment made. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Tuesday next. 
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Colonial Loans Fund Bill—Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 
Clause 1: 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :-— 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid) 736 Mr, Dalziel (Kirkealdy tsa 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, £.)  ... 737 Mr, Davitt (Mayo, 8.) . 

The Chaneellor of the Ezx- Mr. Bartley (Islington, N,) : 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks- Mr, Hedderwick (Wieks Burghs) 
Beach (Bristol, W.) — ... 739 Mr. Caldwell ; 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Sir John Leng (Dundee) 
Huimlets, nics w. 740 Sir M. Hicks- Beach 

Mr. Dillon. — 740 Mr. Weir (toss and Cromarty)... 

It being Midnight, the Olixien man left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House $3 pe 


Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
SUPPLY REPORT [5TH June}. 
Message from Her Majesty (Grant to Lord Kitchener),—Resolution 


reported— 
“ LORD: KITCHENER OF KHARTOUM. 


issued to Major-General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., K.C.M.G., 


recent E xpedition i in the Soudan.” 


Resolution agreed to ... 


Education of Children Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time on Wednesday next 


Seats for Shop sence England and Ireland) Bill—-Considered in 


Committee 


(In the Committee. ) 
Clause 1 :— 
Sir James Ferqusson (Man- Mr, Caldwell (Lanark, Mid.) 
chester, NBL)... eee © 2) Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) 
Committee report progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


EXPERIMENTS ON LivinG ANIMALS—Return presented relative thereto 
{Address 8th June ; Mr. Jesse Collings}; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 215.] nD - me oa es roe 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: FRIDAY, 9TH JUNE 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with :—South-Eastern and Lordon, Chatham, and Dover Railway Com- 
panies (New Lines). And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bill have been complied with :—Local “Govern- 

ment Provisional Orders “(No. 3). The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table 
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“That a sum, not exceeding £30,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to be 


as an acknowledgment of his eminent services in planning and conducting the 
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Cardiff Railway Bill—Committee to meet on Tuesday next.. 


Fishguard Water and Gas Bill—Report from the Select Committee, 

that the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 

the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on 

the Table: The Orders made on the 18th of ogi and pilesose 3 last 
discharged ; and Bill committed 


Barry Railway Bill—Report from the Select abi that the Com- 
mittee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the opposition 
thereto having been withdrawn; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ; 
the Orders made on the 25th April a and a ‘Tuesday last dischar ss and Bill 
committed 


South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 1 [Lords] steapeib from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, that the Lord Cheylesmore be proposed to the House 
as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the ape of the 
Earl of Bradford ; read, and agreed to nee ; m= es 


Wolverhampton Corporation Bill ‘eee ‘cine from the Committee 
of Selection, that the Lord Cheylesmore be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the of the Earl 
of Bradford ; read, and agreed to ‘ if ; : Ses 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway srastone Powers) Bill_Report 
from the Committee of Selection, that the Lord Cheylesmore be proposed 
to the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the 
place of the Earl of Bradford ; read, and agreed to.. oh bs 


Rhondda Urban District Council Bill—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, that the Lord Cheylesmore be proposed to the House as a mem- 
ber of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the — of the Earl of 
Bradford ; read, and agreed to 

Wetherby District Water Bill—Report from the Committee of Selection, 
that the Lord Cheylesmore be proposed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bill in the — of the Earl of Bradford ; 
read, and agreed to - ‘ 6 site sis 

Edinburgh Corporation ey from the Committee of Selection, 
that the Lord Cheylesmore be proposed to the House as a mem- 
ber of the Select Committee on the said Bill in the _ of the Earl of 
Bradford ; read, and agreed to 


Shotley Bridge and eae —_— -_ Bill Reporte with Amend- 


ments ... 


Dublin Srenesiin (Markets) Bill—Read the second time, and com- 
mitted ; the Committee to be a vid the Committee of Selec- 


tion 


London, Chatham, and nies Railway acclimate the second time, and 
committed 4 


Leith Harbour and Docks Bill—Read the second time, and committed ; 
the Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection . 


Belfast Water Bill—Read the second time, and committed ... 


West Gloucestershire Water Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the 
first time, and referred to the Examiners 


Woking Water and Gas Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners ; 
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Electric Lighting erie —_— — ” Bill gles cian for 


Committee read 
Gas -_ Water Orders stamens -_ Loris) —Order for Committee 


Tramways Orders iam Wo. 1) Bill erebe -Order for Com- 
mittee read : 4 


The Karl of Morley ee i The Secretary if State for Scot- 
lund (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 


Bills committed to a Committee of the whole House. 


Tramways Order Confirmation (No. 3) Bill Se Aguas The 
Committee to be proposed by the oi of Selection... 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Harrow Weald) Provisional Order 
Bill—Read the second time (according to Order), and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill [Lords}|—House in 
Committee (according to Order): Bill reported without Amendment : 
Standing Committee negativ Hie and Bill to be read the third time on 
Monday next ... sa 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 9 i ® Bill—House in Committee 
(according to Order): Bill reported without Amendment : Standing Com- 
mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on Monday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill [Lords|—House in 
Committee (according to Order): Bill reported without Amendment : 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on 
Monday next ... 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 5 (No. ‘10 Bill Si aoih baila in 
Committee (according to Order) : Amendments made : Standing Committee 
negatived ; the Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next . 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill roeai= ibaa 4 in 
Committee (according to Order): Bill reported without Amendment : 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on 
Monday next ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Waces oF DoMESTIC SERVANTS (BOARD OF TRADE, LABOUR DEPARTMENT) 
Report on the money wages for indoor domestic servants: Presented 
(by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table “i fee 





ARUNDEL Port—Account and Report for 1898-99: Delivered se Ree to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table ; : hs 


PETITIONS. 


VaccinaTION AcTs—Petition for repeal of compulsory clauses in ; of Guardians 
of the Poplar Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


VaccINATION AcT, 1898—Petition for repeal; of Guardians of the Bridpr 
Union ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


Parish Councillors (Tenure of Office) seqgiaonengener from the Commons 
with the Amendment agreed to ie we ied 
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Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension Bill—Report from the Select Committee 
(with proceedings of the Committee) made, and to be printed. (No. 109.) 
Bill reported with Amendments, and committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next; and to be printed as amended. (No. 110.) 


Summary Jurisdiction Act (1879) Amendment Bill—l’o be read the 
second time on Monday the 26th instant.—(7he Lord Penrhyn.) A 


Lincolnshire Coroners Bill [Lords|—Read the third time (according to 
Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons = th ae 


Farnley Tyas satitainantt Bill—Read the third time rs as to Order *) 
and passed = iat ay 44 


House adjourned at forty minutes after Four of tue 
clock, to Monday next, at forty-five minutes 
after Ten of the clock. 





COMMONS: 9TH JUNE 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivATE Britis [Lords]|—(STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Leport 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously ig into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. -Cobham Gas 

3ill [Lords] ; Moss Side Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords] ; 
Stretford Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords]; Weston-super- 
Mare, Clevedon, and Portishead Tramways Company (Light Railway 
Extensic ms) Bill [Lords]; Whitehaven Corporation Bill [Lords]; Withing 
ton’ Urban District Councils ( ee Bill op ars ama That the 
3ills be read a second time ies ‘as ~ 


PrivATE BILis [Lords}|—(NO STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO APPLICABLE)—-Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, no Standing Orders not previously inquired into are applic: able, 
viz. :—Grosvenor Chapel (London) Bill [Lords]|—Ordered, That the Bill 
be read a second time... 5 = ae ish ¥ in fag 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS—(STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Local 
Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 
(No. 2) Bill—Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday 
next na eh tiene ose vee ve se a tes ois 


PROVISIONAL ORDER Bitts—(No STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :— 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 4) Bill—Ordered, 
That the Bill be read a second time upon Monday next ‘ son 
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PRIVATE BILLS—PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION—(STANDING ORDERS 
NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
Petition for additional Provision in the following Bill, the Standing Orders 
have not been complied with, viz. :—Bradford Tramways and Improvement 
Bill—Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on 
Standing Orders a“ i oF meh aT = ae 


Crowborough District begat Bill—Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to . ; ee 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill—_As amended, con- 
sidered ; to be read the third time ies = te 


Jones’s Divorce Bill [Lords]—Read a second time, and committed... 
Loughborough eieinen _ iis ana a second time, and 


committed 


Housing of the Working Classes Provisional Order (Borrow- 
stounness) Bill—Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Order 
confirmed]. Report to lie upon ths Table. Bill to be read the third time 
upon Monday next ne as si iss ~ vec 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill— 
Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Order confirmed]. Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday 
next vee ove sole ve oat aes rc oe tere 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Housing of Working Classes) 


Bill—Reported, without Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; 
Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday 
next os : eee 


Local Government Provisional Orders (Poor Law) Bill—Reported. 
without Amendment [ Provisional Order confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the 
Table. Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next... 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—Reported, without 
Amendment [Provisional Orders confirmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon Monday next “ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments [Provisional Orders confirmed] ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next 


Pier and Harbours Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Reported with 
Amendments (Provisional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie upon the Table. 
Bill, as amended, to be considered upon: Monday next 

London County Council (Money) Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table pa ee a wat oP ss 


Hastings and St. Leonards Gas Bill | Lords]|—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ee — whe 


Derby Corporation Tramways, &c., Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed P ’ 


Skipton Urban District Gas Bill {Lords|—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Lowestoft Promenade Pier Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; ‘isis to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed < i ie ~ 
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London Hospital Bill [Lords|—Reported, without Amendments ; Report to 
lie upon the Table. Bill to be read a third time ves hs os 


Stockton and Middlesbrough Water Bill [Lords]—Reported, without 
Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. Bill to be 
read the third time ave sai aa on is in a 


Friends’ Provident Institution Bill [Lords|—Reported, with an Amend- 
ment ; Report to lie upon the Table ... - an ap in - 


Infant Orphan Asylum Bill | Lords]|—Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third time i iis 


Aberdeen Corporation Bill [Lords|—Reported, with Amendments; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ‘ie sis ve 


Mid-Kent Gas Bill ere s|—Reported with Amendments ; Sars sas to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. kes ds 


Walker and Wallsend Union Gas (Electric Lighting) 1 Bill. ei 


with Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill.—Reported, without 
Amendment ; Report to lie upon the Table. Bill to be read the third 
time upon Monday next 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group B.)—Sir John Brunner reported from the Committee 
on Group B of Private Bills, “That for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Wednesday next, at half-past Eleven of the 
clock.” Report to lie upon the Table 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation and other Bills.— Ordered, “ That 
the parties appearing before the Select Committee on the Great Southern 
and Western and Waterford, Limerick and Western Railway Companies 
Amalgamation and other Bills have leave to print the Minutes of the 
evidence taken before the Committee day by day from the clerk’s copy, 
if they think fit.’ —(Sir Robert Penrose Fit: gerald.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to. Amendment to— 
Hull, Barnsley, and West Riding Junction Railway and Dock Bill [Lords] 
Amendments to—Cambridge University and Town Gas Bill [Lords].—St. 
Albans Gas Bill [Lords]—Without Amendment 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to authorise the Great 

Grimsby Street Tramways Company to extend their tramways; and for 
other purposes.”—[Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [Lords] 

Great ew Street Tramways Bill [Lords].—Read the first time ; 

and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills es 


PETITIONS. 
BorovuGH Funps Act, 1872.—Petition from Denholme, for alteration of law ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LocAL AUTHORITIES. — from emres 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table 2 ; aa 


Local Government (Scotland) Act Amendment sottes Bill-—Petition from 


Paisley, in favour ; to.lie upon the Table 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment aga ” Bill— 


Petition from Paisley, against ; to lie upon the Table 
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Local Government 1 pa dg Bill—Petition from Aberdeen, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table ... i bos ms 


Mines Ei, ht Hours Bill—Petition in favour ; from geal and Llan- 
bradach ; to lie upon the Table r. és so vite ote 


PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE—Petition from Greenwich, for extension to 
women ; to lie upon the Table as es i é 


Private Legislation. Procedure (Scotland) ¥ Bill— Petition from Aberdeen, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table F :; a : 


Public Health Acts Amendment Bill—Petition from Congleton, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... sis ie ssa : : i 
RoMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN IRELAND—Petition from Paisley, against 
establishment ; to lie upon the Table Se i a 


Sale of Food and Drugs Bill—Petitions for alteration ;—from on and 
Aberdeen ; to lie upon the Table + 


Sea Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act (1895) ——— Bill— 
Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon the Table... 

Small Tenants (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table oy Pe oe tag ee oad as 

Town Council (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour ;—from Newburgh, and 
Nairn ; to lie upon the Table... Ls sida We is sie 

TUBERCULOSIS (RECOMMENDATIONS OF RoyAL CoMMISSION)—Petition from 
Edinburgh, for legislation ; to lie upon the Table eS 1 ae 


VACCINATION AcTS, 1867 TO 1898—Petition from Reading, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table R 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BoarD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT) (WAGES OF DOMESTIC SERVANTS) 
Copy presented,—of Report on the Money Wages of Indoor Domestic 
Servants [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Pustic Works Loan Boarp—Copy prea Twenty-Fourth Annual 
Report (for 1898-9), with Saairecrg [Ps ’ Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 216]... we AS iis ch nbs 


TREATY SERIES (No. 14, 1899).—Copy presented, —of Withdrawal of Monte negro 
from the International Union for the Protection of Literary and Artistic 
Works [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 5 by a 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House :— 


Arundel Port,—Copy of the Annual Report and General Account of 
the Commissioners of Arundel Port for period from 25th March, 
1898, to 25th March, 1899 [by Act] : sa ma os 


2. Public Records (Court of Exchequer),—Copy of Second Schedule 
containing a List and Particulars of Classes of Documents, which 
formerly were or ought to have been in the Office of the King’s or 
Queen’s Remembrancer of the Exchequer, or of the Clerk appointed 
to take charge of the Port Bonds or Coast Bonds, and which are 
now in, but are not considered of: sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation in the Public Record Office os ve 
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LocAL AUTHORITIES (ENGLAND, WALES, AND IRELAND) TECHNICAL Epvuca- 
TION—Keturn ordered, “showing the extent to which, and the manner in 
which, Local Authorities in England, Wales, and Ireland have applied or 
are applying funds to the purposes of Technical Education (including 
Science, Art, Technical, and Manual Instruction) during the years 1897-8 
and 1898-9, under the following Acts: Local Taxation (Customs and 
Excise) Act, 1890; Technical Instruction Act, 1889 and 1891; Welsh 
Intermediate Education Act, 1889; and Public Libraries and Museums 
Act.” —(Sir John Gorst.) 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES (ACCOUNTS).—Return ordered, “of the 
Accounts, as they are respectively made up, of the Metropolitan Water 
Companies and the Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee to the 30th day 
of September and the 31st day of December, 1898 (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No 346, of Session 1898.) ”—(Mr. T. W. Russell.) ... 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) (EXPENSES).—Committee to 
consider of authorising the payment, out of moneys to be provided by 
Parliament, of any remuneration, allowances, and expenses that may 
become payable under any Act of tke present session to provide for 
improving and extending the Procedure for obtaining Parliamentary 
Powers by way of Provisional Orders in matters relating to Scotland 
(Queen’s Recommendation signified), upon Monday next.—(Sir William 


Walrond.) ore bk ‘se si — bags 
NEW WuiT. 


New Writ For EpinsurGuH (SoutTH- Diviston)—In the room of Robert 
Cox, esquire, deceased.—(Sir William Walrond) ; - x 


QUESTIONS. 


FOREIGN SERVICE MESSENGERS—Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucestershire, 
Forest of Dean); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


THE Most Favourep Nation CLAUSE IN TREATIES WITH THE UNITED 
STATES—Question, Colonel Milward (Stratford-upon-Avon); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs naa St. John Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) as ee a i 


ForEIGN SvGar BountiEs—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, Central) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. St. John 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) .. 


THE ARMENIAN MAssAcrES—Question, Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock Burghs) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. St. John 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... : os ; 


IRELAND Loan Funp Boarp—Questions, Mr. James O’Connor (Wicklow, 
W.) and Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for 
Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) : wis ss ua 

IRIsH SALMON FisHERIES—Question, Mr. Seton-Karr (St. Helens) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Pay OF IrtsH ResipENT MAGIstRatesS—Questions, Mr. MeCartan (Down, 5.), 
Mr. Davitt (Mayo, E.), and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


Irish LAND VALUATIONS—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... ies 
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New Ratinc System iN IRELAND—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) teh ite Le oe ste ae ae 


PRISON APPOINTMENTS—Question, Mr. Graham (St. Pancras, W.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home dps eepaad — M. White e Ridley, 
Lancashire, Blackpool) 


FaTaL ACCIDENT TO A Dock LABOURER AT GARSTON—Question, Mr. M‘Gee 
(Louth, 8.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for. the Home slice 
(Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) = 


Tue PerroLEuM Bitt—Question, Mr. Tully (Leitrim, S.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Home iaiancnmaees or M. White e Ridley, Lan- 
cashire, Blackpool) * 


EMOLUMENTS OF LIGHTHOUSE KEEPERS—Question, Mr. Nicol (Argyll) ; An- 
swer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. C. T. Ritchie, Croydon)... 


YouGcHat RiFLE RANGE—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. George Wyndham, Dover) é 


LapysMITH BARrRACKS—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War sand — Wyndham, 


Dover 

PRESBYTERIAN SERVICES FOR TROOPS IN ieee Mr. Hedderwick 
(Wicks Burgh) ; Answer, The ree for India Jama George Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) 

PENSIONS TO SCOTTISH SCHOOL TEACHERS-—Question, Mr. Buchanan cian 
deenshire, E.); Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. Murray, Bute- 

MountJyoy PostAL ARRANGEMENTS—Question, Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, E.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) a fs en “ aa ie 

LurGan Post OFFICE—Question, Mr. McGhee (Louth, 8.) Answer, The Finan- 
cial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) vas . 


PosTMAN’s Pay—Question, Mr. Giles (Cambridge, Wisbech) ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


DusLIN TELEGRAPHISTS’ Hours or Duty—Mr. Davitt (Mayo, 8.) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) “i 


ADULTERATED TEA—Question, Mr. Carew (Dublin, College Green) ; Answer, 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ws 


LICENCES FOR TRADESMEN’S CARTS AND VANS—Question, Mr. Giles (Cam- 
bridge, Wisbech) ; Answer, The Financial Sere to the cea: oF 
Hanbury, Preston) 5 a pe 3 . : 

THE CHINA cediasala Mr. Hedderwick (Wicks ‘taal: Answer, 
The First Lord of the CTR id am G. T. Capen. St. arcs s, Han- 
over Square) 


Colonial Loans Fund Bill—Statement, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasur my sa A. J. eee ss eass 
E) ~ ut 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
SUPPLY [13TH ALLOTTED DAY}. 
(In the Committee.) 
Civi SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-1890. 
Ciass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £49,482, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in course of 
payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the salaries 
and expenses ‘of the Department of Her Majesty's Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs.” 


DISCUSSION :-— 







Stir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, Forest The Under Secretary of State for 


of Dean) me a oo Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford)... eee ed 
Motion made, and Question proposed — 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100, in respect of the salary of the 
Secretary of State.”—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 
DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Charles Beresford Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek)... 839 
(York) ... 784 Mr. Macdona (Southwark, Rother- 
The Secretary of State for the hithe)... ; 840 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- Mr. Moon (St. Pancras, 'N) 842 
lain, Birmingham, W.)... 787 Myr. Harwood (Bolton) . 843 
Lord Charles Beresford... 787 Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) ... 845 
The First Lord of the Admi- Mr. Provand eer Llack- 
ralty (Mr. Goschen, St: Jriars) 853 
George's, Hanover Square) 788 Mr. Yerburgh (€ este) 859 
Lord Charles Beresford... 788 Mr. Brodrick: 859 
Under Secretary of State for Mr. Yerburgh : ses whiad 
Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brod- The Chancellor of the Exche quer fru 
rick, Survey, Guildford)... 792 (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, mi 
Lord Charles sesh pes, 408 id ods ice 864 
Mr. Brodrick aap 800 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ... 865 
Mr. Hedderwick — (Wicks Mr. Keswick (Surrey, Epsom) 867 
Burghs) ... or eo? Ole Mr. Barlow (Somerset, Frome) ... 868 
Mr. gba r 814 Mr. Maclror (Liverpool, Kirk- 
Sir E. Grey (Northumber- dale) . i ee. 872 
land, Berwick) ... .. 814 Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumber- - 
Sir E. Sassoon (Hythe) ... 824 land) .. a 1. 872 
Mr. Joseph Walton (York, 
W. R., Barnsley) ..- 828 
It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 
The Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 
Seats and Shop Assistants (England and Ireland) Bill—Considered in 
Committee, and reported, without Amendment ; Bill read the third time, 
and passed ins 876 





Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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LORDS: MONDAY, 12TH JUNE 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners, that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have been com- 
plied with : Belfast and Northern Counties Railway ; Bootle Corporation. 
The same were ordered to lie on the Table... Sie 9 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE—Report from, That the Standing Orders not 
complied with in respect of the Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill 
ought to be dispensed with and the Bill allowed to proceed, provided the 
names of the Great Central Railway Company and of the Waterloo and 
City Railway Company be struck out 


That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect of the Belfast Corpor- 
ation Bill ought to be dispensed with and the Bill allowed to proceed, 
provided C lause 23 be struck out b 


Read, and agreed to. 


Stockport Corporation bisa Bill—A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee x mee on Lp? x 


Caledonian Railway (General Powers) Bill [Lords] — The ie sens 
consent signified ; and Bill reported, with Amendments os 


Aberdeen Joint viehaetiansnil Station Bill {L iia eedeaiiie with Amend- 
ments ... ; ; he 


North Pembrokeshire and Fishguard wisn Bill— wiciagied without 


Amendments 


North-West London sens Bill—The Queen’s consent signified; and 
bill reported, with Amendments ei 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway (Various Powers) Bill—Report 
froin the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table: the Orders made on the 25th of 
April and Tuesday last discharged ; and Bill committed 


Wetherby District Water Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That 
the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table; the Orders made onthe 25th of April and Tuesday last dis- 
charged ; and Bill committed , xs a ee 


West Highland weeniadl Bill u coach it enesty Amendments considered, 
and agreed to ... on ee “is sis eS ae 


Transvaal Mortgage Loan and Finance Company Bill | Lords}|—Read 
the third time, and passed, and sent to the Commons ee te 


Crowborough District Water Bill—Keturned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to = ; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill 1 [Lor dst Gas Orders 
Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Gas and Water Orders Confirm- 
ation Bill [Lords]; Water Orders a _ ia bac rn 
to be in Committee To-morrow 
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Metropolitan Common Scheme (Harrow Weald) Provisional Order 
ill—_House in Committee (according to Order) ; Bill reported, without 
Amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third 
time To-morrow 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. » Bill Lon = —Read the third 


time (according to Order), and passed 





Electric Lighting Provisional Orders cen ad ell Read the third time 
(according to Order), and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) B Bill iene Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill [Lords |—Read the third 


time (according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Electric vs ged Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [Lords] Amendments 
reported (according to Te and Bill to be read the third time To- 
morrow ‘ie ‘a - k é 

Report from the Gomadnie. of Selection, that the followi ing _— 7” secigninol 
to the House to form the Select Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills; viz.—D. Bedford (Chairman), D. Marlborough, E. Dartmouth, 
E. Windsor, L. Bolton :—Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) 
Bill ; Central Electric Supply Bill ; Central London Railway Bill; Charing 
Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill; Kensington and Notting 
Hill Electric Lighting Bill; Midland Railway Bill ; Gas Light and Coke 
Company Bill; London, Brighton, and South Coast Railw ay (Various 
Powers) Bill. Agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : The 
Committee to meet on Thursday, the 22nd instant, at Eleven. o'clock ; 
and petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as 
also counsel for the Bills re 


RETURNS, REPORTS, é&c. 


TREATY SERIES: No. 14 (1899)—Withdrawal of Montenegro from the Inter- 
national Union for the protection of Literary and Artistic Works... ‘ 


DIsEASES OF ANIMALS AcT, 1894—Returns as regards Ireland for the year 
ended 31st December, 1898 ‘ oe ot 


ELectric LIGHTING AcTs, 1882 AND 1888—Special Reports by the Board of 
Trade under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting Act, 1888: I. City of 
London Electric Lighting; II. Gateshead Electric Lighting. Presented 
(by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table vee ian 


Pusiic Recorps (Court OF EXCHEQUER)—Second Schedule of classes of 
documents which formerly were, or ought to have been, in the Office of 
the King’s or Queen’s Remembrancer, of the Exchequer, or the Clerk 
appointed to take charge of the Port Bonds or Coast Bonds, and which 
are now in, but are not considered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation in, the Public Record Office ae _ we 


PusLic Works LoAN BoarpD—Twenty-fourth Annual Report for 1898-99, 
with Appendices. Laid before House (pursuant to Act) and ordered to lie 
on the Table eas - ek of + ee = “_ 


QUESTION. 


IRELAND—INCITEMENT TO CRIME—M‘HALE v. SULLIVAN—Question, The 
Lord Coleridge ; Answers, The Lord Chancellor, and The Earl of Arran ... 
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Reformatory Schools (Amendment) Bill [Lords]|—Committee. 


Clause 1:— 
Lord James of Hereford ... 888 Lord Leigh 


Bill reported, without Amendment; and re-committed to the Standing 
Committee. 


Isolation Hospitals (Amendment) Bill aeeest House to be in Committee 
on Thursday, the 22nd instant aaa we ab ist 


Trawlers’ Certificates Suspension Bill [Lords|—House in Committee 
(according to Order) : The Amendments proposed by the Select Committee 
made ; Standing Committee negatived ; The Report of Amendments to be 
received on Friday next hie ’ 


Manchester Canonries Bill [Lords|—A Bill to amend Section 20 of the 
Parish of Manchester Division Act, 1850—Was presented by the Earl 
Egerton (for the Lord Bishop of Manchester): read the first time ; to be 
printed ; and to be read the second time on sewiiateei the 22nd instant. 
(No. 111.) ihe 35 ; ‘ 


Youthful Offenders Bill [Lords]_—A Bill to amend the law relating to ude 
ful offenders, and for other purposes connected therewith, was presented 
by the Lord James ;_ read the first time; to be printed; and to be read 
the second time on Monday next. (No. 112.) ‘ es 


Seats for Shop Assistants (England and Ireland) Bill—Brought from 
the Commons ; read the first time ; and to be printed. (No. 11 3.) ) 


House adjourned at five minutes past Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: MONDAY, 12th JUNE, 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WiTH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, namely :—Millwall 
Dock Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time... ‘ 


PrIvATE Bitts [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS Not PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SEPAKER laid upon the Table Report from one 
of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—All Saints’ 
Church (Cardiff) Bill [Lords]; Lowestoft Water and Gas Bill Saat: 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a second time ee én 


Birkenhead Corporation Bill oe the third —_ and amas 
with Amendments. [New Title. ] 


City and Brixton Railway Bill—Read the third time, and iil as 
Dumbarton Burgh Bill desea Read the third time, and capi with 


Amendments ... 


a ingenemain Bill eines Consent one. ; Sheffield 
iad go eee Markets _ —— rn egisiioeaii the 
third time, and passed 
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Blackpool -patianiamaaals Bill As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time ‘ a sa ae ses <r i 


Dublin Corporation Bill—As amended, to be considered To-morrow 
Great Northern Railway Bill [Lords] ; en se aeons Bill 


[Lords]—Read a second time, and committed 


Electric mage J Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill; Housing of the 
Working Classes Provisional Order (Borrowstounness) Bill ; 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1 Bill); 
Local Government Provisional Order (Housing of Working 
Classes) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill; 
Local Government eennon —" Poor — Bill. Read the 
third time, and passed vs ~ 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisiona! Orders (No. 1) Bill.—As amended, considered ; to be 
read the third time To-morrow P te =< Ee os a 


Local.Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (Housing of Working 
Classes) (No.2) Bill _LocalGovernment)Ireland) Provisional Order 
(No. 4) Bill.—Read a second time, and committed Be? 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill—To confirm a 
Provisional Order made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to the City of London, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. Ordered, that Standing Order 193 
be suspended, and that the Bill be now read the first time.—(J/r. Ritchie)... 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill—To confirm a 
Provisional Order made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to the City of London, presented 
accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. (Bill 230.) ... 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board (Pilotage) Bill (Lords)—Report (8th 
June) from the Select Committee on Standing Orders read. Ordered, that 
the Bill be read a second time.—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


PETITIONS. 
GROUND Rents (TAXATION BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES)—Petitions in favour ;— 
From Wakefield, and Ealing, to lie upon the Table 
Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill.—Petition 


from Elgin, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Mines (Eight Hours) Bill—Petition from Kilburn, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table : rk re tb 


Parish Councils Association ‘Scotland) Bill—Petition from Greenock, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table.. ‘ ; “ : 


Poor Law Officers’ Superannuation Scotland) ssid etition from 
Gréenock, against ; to lie upon the Table om 

Poor Law REvIieEF (DIsFRANCHISEMENT)—Petition from Reading for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table Re sah es me 

Poor Law (ScoTLanD) Acts—Petition from Greenock, for alteration of Law ; 

to lie upon the Table... : abe me 
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Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour ; 


From Elgin, Forfar, Kirkcudbright, and Perth ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour; 


From Manchester, Rochester, and Newcastle ; to lie upon the Table 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO CHILDREN—Petition from Brierfield, for 


alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table 
Sea Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act (1895) ns Bill— 


Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Town Councils Sootlane) savin from Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon 
the Table } , a : sal < 


Trout Fishing Annual Close Time evacamsins Bill—Petition from Forfar, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table : me au ie 


VaccINATION Acts, 1867 TO 1898—-Petition from Sead for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table wi és 


RETURNS, REPORTS, 


Evecrric LIGHTING Acts, 1882 AND eth calidon —of Special 
Reports by “ 3oard of Trade under Section 1 of The Electric Lighting 
Act, 1888 :—(1) City of London Electric Lighting ; (2) Gateshead Electric 
Lighting ; iby Command] ; to lie upon the Table ... ee Bek ad 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 1896 (IRELAND)—Copy presented,— 
of Return, in pursuance of the Acts as regards Ireland for the year 1898 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


CHANNEL ISLANDS (CROWN RiIGHTs)—Return ordered, “of Revenues drawn 
from the Crown Rights in the Channel Islands in each year during the 
last five years, distinguishing for each Island separately the Amount 
received from Tithes, from Fines on Transfer of Property, from Seigneurial 
Dues, and from other sources; and stating the Cost of Collection, the 
several Payments made for Local Purposes, and the Net Amount paid into 
the Exchequer .’—(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Farnley Tyas Mar- 
riages Bill, without Amendment. ‘That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
An Act to constitute the Divisions of Lincolnshire separate Counties 

for all the purposes of the Coroners Acts.” [Lincolnshire Coroners Bill 


{Lords. } 


WUESTIONS. 


TRADE IN THE RussIAN EmPIRE—Question, Sir Howard Vincent (Sheffield, 
Central) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ' 


THE DISTRESSED ARMENIANS—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ws ous ¥: 8 als 


CRIMPING IN THE UNITED StaTEs—Question, Colonel Denny (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford)... ; Me afi 


NAVIGATION OF MERCHANT VESSELS—Question, Mr. Havelock Wilson 
(Middlesbrough); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. 
Ritchie, Croydon)... dos ax *e oa be sus oh 
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ScortisH UNIVERSITIES—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. Murray, Buteshire) ; 205 es 


OrpPHAN Homes oF ScoTLAND—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ; Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. Murray, eames 


ATTACK BY BritisH SOLDIERS ON A RANG Mr. 
Davitt (Mayo, S.); Answer, The ee “of State ‘for India (Lord 
George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ; — ; dir a 





Assam TEA PLANTATIONS—Question, Mr. Schwann poate N.) ; Answer, 
The ow of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) .. ‘ in : oe sie si $34 jek sv 

Liquor TRADE IN THE MADRAS seinen caata Mr. Samuel Smith 
(Flintshire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India — i ot 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) - oe Dee ee ie , 





DIVINE SERVICE IN GOVERNMENT Factory CHAPELS—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northampton, E.), and Mr. Carvell Williams (Notts., Mansfield); Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ise 


Troops AT ALDERSHOT—Question, Major Rasch (Essex, §.E.) ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) - ean 
ScHooL ACCOMMODATION AT BETHNAL GREEN—Question, Mr. J. G. Talbot 
(Oxford University) ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of the 
Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) ate 


WorkING-CLass DWELLINGS AT BETHNAL GREEN—Question, Mr. J. G. 
Talbot (Oxford University); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) ... 


UNQUALIFIED DISPENSERS—Question Major Rasch (Essex, S.E.); Answer, 
The Vice President of the Committee of the Council on Education (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) oe ie ies ‘ss 

ScHooL TEACHERS SUPERANUATION—Question, Mr. Bill (Staffordshire, Leek) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home se (Sir M. White 
Ridley, ‘Lancashire, Blackpool) ‘ Ss 


IRELAND—INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS AcT—Question, Colonel M‘Calmont (Antrim, 
E.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland wan G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 


Central) 


Gun District ScHooL—Question, Mr. Austin (Limerick, W); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. 


Irish NATIONAL TEACHERS EXAMINATIONS—Question, Mr. Davitt seis 8); ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ie ne ie se as om sas 

LAND VALUATION AT SLIGO—Question, Mr. P. A. M‘Hugh (Leitrim, N.) ; 


Answer, The Chief eee: for Ireland ‘ina G. W. Balfour, — 
Central) os ” ‘ ; 


THIN PosTcARDS FOR COMMERCIAL ae en Sir Reginald 
Hanson (London) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the acest (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) ax ‘ evs 


Tue East CENTRAL District Post Orrick STAFF—Question, Mr. M‘Ghee 
(Louth, 8.) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) ... 


NEWBLIssS Post OFFICE MESSENGER—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, 
N.); Answer, The Financial re to the —— ‘ee Hanbury, 
Preston) el dine ; ose ove 
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LIMERICK SORTING CLERKS—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; An- 
swer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury Preston) 


STATE AID FOR THE BLIND—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; An- 
swer, The Secretary of State for the Home irc mie M. White 
Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


CASTLETOWN, BEREHAVEN PIER—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, Kilkenny ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland(Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


THE VICAR OF St. MICHAEL’s, SOUTHAMPTON—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith, 
(Flintshire) ; Answer, The First Lord of the eter (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.) i att si a 


SoutH AFRICAN REPUBLIC—THE BLOEMFONTEIN CONFERENCE—Question, 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, S.W.) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... ax he ose ats det 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, Bridge- 
ton), Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis), Mr. Channing (Northarapton, E.), 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.),and Mr. James Lowther(Kent, Thanet) ; Answers, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) om 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) (Expenses)—Considered in 
Committee. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of any remuneration, allowances, and expenses that 
may become payable under any Act of the present Session to provide for 
improving and extending the procedure for obtaining Parliamentary powers by 
way of Provisional Orders in matters relating to Seotland.”—(Sir William 
Walrond.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘remuneration.’”—(Mr. Thos. Shaw.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘remuneration’ stand part of the 
Resolution.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Mr. J. P. Smith (Lanark, Partick) 
A. G. Murray, Buteshire) 909 Mr, Channing (Northampton, E.) 
Dr. Clark (Caithness) .-- 909 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to 
be provided by Parliament, of any remuneration, allowances, and 
expenses that may become payable under any Act of the present 
Session to provide for improving and extending the procedure for 
obtaining Parliamentary powers by way of Provisional Orders in 
matters relating to Scotland. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 
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Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill—Committee. 


Order for Committee read. 


“That it be an instruction to the Committee that they have power to extend 
the scope of the Bill to include the remainder of the United Kingdom.” —(Capt. 
Sinclair.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Buchanan (A be rdeen- Sir H. Campbe ll-Ban neTInNGaK 
shire, E.) had mee) bs (Stirling Burghs) : i OTe 
The Lord Advocate (Mr.A.G. Mr. Dalziel (Kirke alidy)... all O68 
Murray, Buteshire) so Sat Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon) ... 916 


Question put, and negatived. 


BILL CONSIDERED IN COMMITTEE. 
Clause 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 6, to leave out ‘public authority or.’ ”—(Mr. Edmund 
Robertson.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘public authority or’ stand part of 
the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. Sir H. Cumpbell-Banne rman 
A. G. Murray, Buteshire) 919 (Stirling Burghs) sak ie 9B 
Mr. Cripps (Gloucestershire, Mr. A.G. Murray _... oa. ee 
Stroud) ae =e 919 Dr. Clark (Caithness)... it. O20 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, after ‘authority,’ to insert the words, ‘other than a 
public authority seeking powers inconsistent with, or in addition to, the 
general law.”—( Wr. Tipps. ) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Discussion :— 

The Lord Advocate (Vr. A.G. Mr.Stuart i} “ortley( Sheffield, Hallam)926 
Murray, Buteshire) vs Oae Mr. Ure (Linlithgow) ... ... 926 

Mr. J. P. Smith (Lanark- Mr. Jeffreys (Hants, N.) et O27 
shire, Partick)... 924 Mr. Cripps a. SBT 

Mr. Crippe (Gloucesicr, Stroud) 924 The First Lord “of the Treasury 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Mr. A. J. sckial Manches- 
(Stirling Burghs)... seen SD ter, E. : at so0 ae 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 6, to leave out ‘or persons.’” —(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘or persons’ stand part of the 
clause. 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. Murray, Buteshire) — ... te ... 930 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 6, after ‘ persons,’ to insert ‘other than railway com- 
panies.’ ”— Pir. Cripps.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Mr. Caldwell i ; we 
G. Murray, Buteshire) ... 931 Mr. Hedderwick (iV "icks, Burghs) 
Mr. Caldwell sai Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 
Mid) .... 931 Mr. Dalziel (Kirkealdy Burghs)... 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshir . Mr. J. P. Smith (Lanarkshire, 
W.) 932 Purtick) ee wed a? 
Mr. Robert W rallace (Pe rth) 934 Mr. Colville (Lanark, NE.) 
Mr. Cripps (one ster, Dr, Clark (Caithness)... 
Stroud) .. .. 934 Sir H.  Campbell- Baanchinats 
Mr. Bryce ( Aberdeen) uy es (Stirling Burghs) cnn 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 9, to leave out the words ‘at present.’ ”°—(.Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words ‘at present’ stand part of the 
clause.” 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. Murray, Buteshire) 

Question put, and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘In page 1, line 10, to leave out the word ‘shall,and insert the word ‘ may’ 
instead thereof.” —(Mr. Parker Sinith. ) 
Question proposed, “ That the word ‘shall’ stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Mr. Souttar (Dumfriesshire) 

G. Murray, Buteshire) ... 940 Dr. Farquharson( Aberdeenshire, W. ) 
Sir Charles Cameron (Glas- Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E) 
gow, Bridgeton)... 941 Dr, Clark (Caithness)... : 

Mr. Crombie (Kincarlne Mr. Robert Wallace (Perth) 
shiye) ... 941 Mr. A. G. Murray 
Mr. A. G. Murray ‘ 942 Mr. Caldwell... he ae 
Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr. (ribson. Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Mid) or 942 Dr. Clark a we Sp 
Mr. Thomas Shaw ‘(Hawick 942 
Burghs) ... es ..» 943 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Avyes, 196; Noes, 80. (Division List, No. 183.) 


Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 1, line 11, to leave out from the word ‘by’ to the end of the clause, 
and add the words ‘ Private Bill, according to the existing practice of Parlia- 
ment, unless and until there is opposition - to the Bill, in w whic sh case only the 
procedure established by this Act shall apply’ instead thereof.”"—(Mr. Edmund 
Robertson. ) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words proposed to be omitted to the words 
‘a provisional,’ in line 12, stand part of the clause.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs)... 954 
G. Murray, Buteshire) ... 952 Mr, Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 954 
Mr. Thorburn (Peebles and Dr. Clark oe . 955 
Selkirk) .. 953 Captain Sinclair ( (Forfar) 955 
Dr. Clark (Cwithness) 953 Mr. J. P. Smith (hanarshir 
Sir Mark Stuart (Kirkeud- Partick) Lies cabs .-. 956 
bright) ... 953 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 146 ; Noes, 56. (Division List, No. 184.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“in page 1, line 12, to leave out the words ‘a provisional’ and insert 
‘an.’ ”—(Mr. J. P. Smith.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words ‘a provisional’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. 
Mid) .... ie ee: Wes Murray, Buteshire) ... vse ODT 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 21, after the word ‘advertisement’ to insert words ‘in at 
least two newspapers circulating in the locality interested.’ ”—(Mr. Dalzicl.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted. 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs)... 959 
Murray, Buteshire) soa. ODS 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 1, page 1, line 24, to leave out ‘prescribed’ and insert ‘ required 
by Standing Orders.’ ® —(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word ‘prescribed’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. G. Mr. Thomas Shaw eds .-. 960 
Murray, Buteshire) ss. 859 Dr. Clark (Caithness)... ses 

Mr. J. < Smith saga Mr. J. P. Sinith oe sce 9962 as 
shire, Partick) ... 959 Mr. A. G. Murray P wwe O68 ac 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr. Alexander Cross (Glasgow, 
Mid)... 959 Camlachie) ... <2 -. 963 T 

Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawk Dr. Clark aus bes .- 964 | 
Burghs) .. 960 Mr. Caldwell... a ... 964 

Mr. A. G. Murray sx BOD 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 130; Noes, 55. (Divisional List, No. 
185.) 


Amendment proposed— 


up 
“In page 1, to leave out Clause 1.”—(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, “That Clause 1, as amended, stand part of the Lu 
Bill.” 
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Discussions— 


Six Charles Cameron (Glas- Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid.) 
gow, Bridgeton) ... ... 968 
Mr. Souttar (Dumfriesshire) 968 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 175; Noes, 62. (Division List, No. 
186.) 


Clause 2 :— 


Amendment proposed— 

** In page 2, line 2, after the word ‘Commons,’ to insert the words, ‘and 
two Members of each House of Parliament appointed at the beginning of each 
session in manner provided by Standing Orders shall be a Standing Joint 
Committee of the two Houses of Parliament.” —(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Mr. J. P. Smith anh 
Gt. Murray, Buteshire) ... 974 Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) .. 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid) 974 Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) 
Mr. Richards (Finsbury, E.) 975 Mr, Stuart Wortley (Sheffield, 


Dr. Clark (Caithness) inn WD Hallam) 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Dr, Clark par 
(Stirling Burghs) 5 976 Colonel Denny (Ki iImarnock 

Mr. Cripps (Gloestershir, Burghs) ; ais 
Strowl ).. . ‘7 Mr. Dalzel : 

Mr. A. G. Murray ox. OB Mr. A. G. Murray 

Mr. Edmund — Robertson Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 
(Dundee) isi nan, Mee The First Lord of the Treasury 

Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
Burghs) .. 979 chester, E.) ‘ ese ne 

Mr. Cochrane ( Ayr shire, N. ) Mr. Cripps 

Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman 

Mr. A. G. Murray 977 Mr. A, J. Balfour 


Mr. Souttar (Dumfriesshire) 980 


Motion made, and Question, ‘‘That the Chairman do report Progress, and 
ask leave to sit again,” put, and agreed to. Committee report Progress ; to sit 
again upon Thursday 


Trout Fishing Annual Close Time (Scotland) Bill [Lords]—Second 


Reading—Order for Second Reading read 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“ That the Bill be now read a Second time.” 


Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burghs) 
It being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. Debate to be resumed 


upon Thursday. 


Lunacy Bill [Lords]—Order for the Second Reading =< he Secretary to the 
Local Government Board, Mr. T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) : Thursday. 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Channing (Northamp- Mr. John Burns i se 
ton, E.) 990 
The Secretar y to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. T. 


W. Russell, Tyrone) ... 990 
Second Reading deferred till Thursday. 
Baths and Washhouses Acts (Amendment) Bill—Order for Second 


Reading read—(Mr. Bigwood, Middlesex, Brentwood)... no OM 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanark, Mid.) 992 Mr. John Burns (Battersea)... 992 


Second Reading deferred till Thursday. 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 





LORDS: TUESDAY 13TH JUNE 1899. 
NEW PEER. 
The Duke of Beaufort sat first in Parliament after the death of his father. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have 
been complied with: Woking Water and Gas—And also the Certificate that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with : Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2.) The same were 
ordered to lie on the Table 


Edinburgh eel Bill—A witness ordered to attend the Select 
Committee ; ee sie on vee ' si +58 


993 


993 


Southport Tramways Bill [Lords]|—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the promoters do not intend to proceed further with the Bill ; 


Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with at 993 


Rhondda Urban District Council Bill; Workington re 
Water Bill [1 sais essa from the Select Committee with Amend- 


ments 


Brooke’s Park (Londonderry) Bill (toni — Railway Bill 


Reported with Amendments ... 


Kensington and Notting Hill Electric Lighting Bill—The Chairman of 
Committees informed the House that the Opposition to the Bill was with- 
drawn ; The Orders made on the 2nd’ instant and yesterday discharged ; 
and Bill committed for Friday next ... sas vet an és i 


Watermen’s and Lightermen’s Acts Amendment Bill [Lords]—Report 
from the Select Committee, That it is not expedient to proceed 
further with the Bill ; read, and ordered to lie upon the Table... » 994 
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South-Eastern and London, Chatham, and Dover Railway Companies 
(New Lines) Bill—Read the second time, and committed: the Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection 


Buenos Ayres and Pacific Railway Company Bill Lords]; Yorke 
sos Bill aetac de Read the third time, and — and sent to the 
ommons ee eee 


City and Brixton Railway _ Bill ; London iainoneuane Bill; 
Sheffield Corporation Markets Bill ; Stockport Corporation Bill 
Paci from the Commons, read the first time, and referred to the 

xaminers eee . 


Birkenhead Corporation on {Lords]—Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, with Amendments .. wa ines a aes sa wid oat 


Dumbarton Burgh Bill Lords] Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with Amendments: The said Amendments considered, and agreed. to 


Metropolitan Common Scheme (Harrow Weald) Provisional ons 
Bill—Read the third time (according to Order), and passed 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill [Lords]—Read the 


third time (according to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill [Lords]; Water Orders Con- 
firmation Bill {Lords]—House in Committee (according to Order) : 
Amendments made: Standing Committee negatived: The —_— of 
Amendments to be received on “Thursday next 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill Lords} House in 
Committee (according to Order): Bill reported without Amendment : 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill to be read the third time on 
Thursday next.. 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill ne in Cosiaatiaee 
(according to Order) ; Amendments made : Standing Committee — 
The Report of Amendments to be received on Thur sday next ; 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [Lords] ; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill [Lords]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill eng ihapeemnadi to 
Committee of the whole House on Thursday next . 


Tramways Orders Confirmation (No. 2) Bill we: The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection.. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—To be read the second 
time on Thursday next—(The Earl of Dudley.) os 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 7) Bill (fo, 114) ; 
Housing of the bea | Classes Provisional Order (Borrow- 
Stounness) Bill (No. 115) ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Order (No. 1) Bill (No. 116) ; Local Government Provisional Order 
(Housing of Working Classes) Bill (No. 117) ; Local Government 
Provisional Order (No. 5) Bill (No. 118); Local Government Pro- 
visional Orders (Poor Law) Bill (No. 119)—Brought from the 
Commons, read the first — to be pene and referred to the 
Examiners ; Be i 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway (Pensions) Bill; Lisburn 
Town Commissioners Bill, now Lisburn Urban District Councils Bill 
—Read the third time, with the rn and Per and returned 


to the Commons 


g.2 


xcix 


Page 


994 


994 


994 


994 


994 


994 


994 


994 


995 


996 








c TABLE OF CONTENTS, 


June 13.) 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Soutu AFricAN RepusLic—Papers relating to the ocean itanas of British subjects 
in the South African Republic sie es ae es 


ExpLosives—I. (Explosion of carbo-gelatine at factory near Faversham,) 
Report to the right hon. the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
by Colonel A. Ford, C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, on 
the circumstances attending an explosion of carbo-gelatine in course of 
manufacture, which occurred at the factory of the Cotton Powder 
Company, at Uplees Marshes, near Faversham, on the 5th of May, 1899. 
II. (Explosion of Percussion Caps at factory at Streetly, near Birmingham.) 
Report to the right hon. the Secretary of State for the Home Department, 
by Major A. Cooper -Key, R.A., Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on 
the circumstances attending an explosion of percussion caps in course of 
manufacture at the factory of the Birmingham Metal and Munitions 
Company, Limited, at Streetly, near Birmingham, on the 11th of April, 
1899. Explosive Act, 1875 
Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives.—Presented, by cominand, and ordered 
to lie on the Table ; 





CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (RULES FOR MANAGEMENT)—Rules 
made with the approval of the Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment for the domestic management of the certified inebriate reformatory 
at Horfield in the County ot f Gloucester 


Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


QUESTION. 
EsTaATE Dury. 
The Chairman of Committees The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of 
(The Earl of Morley) ... 997 Halsbury) ‘ rs 


Lord Stanley of Alderley ... 1000 


House adjourned at five minutes before Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY 13TH JUNE 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BiLus (Lords). 


(Standing Orders not previously inquired into complied with.) 


MR SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the Sti unding 
Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable thereto, have 
been complied with, viz. :—Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill Lords] ; 
North Eastern and Hull and Barnsley Railways (Joint Dock) Bill | Lords} ; 
North Eastern pian Bill cessie Ordered, that the Bills be read a 
second time. ... ii ies ie vs ‘i 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill — — s Consent 
signified, Reard the third time, and _— ‘ 


Twenty-third Annual Report of Her 
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Infant Orphan Asylum Bill [Lords]; London Hospital Bill [Lords]; 
Stockton and Middlesbrough Water Bill wae ca Read the third 


time, and passed, without Amendment e: . 1002 


Darwen ee Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time... as anes a en evs ae ... 1002 


Godalming Corporation Water Bill (by Order)-—Order for consideration, 
as amended, read. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Order for the Consideration of the Bill, as amended, be deferred 
till Thursday next.”—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 1003 
Egremont) - ..- 1003 The Under Secretary of State for 

The Secretary to the Local Foreign Affairs (Mr. onset 
Government Board (Mr. T. Surrey, Guildford)... . 1004 
W. Russell, Tyrone) — ... 1003 Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton) 1004 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 34. (Division List, No. 187). 


Order for consideration, as amended, deferred till Thursday. 


London County Council (General srsinaunilen Bill— (By — Order for 


consideration, as amended, read sk . 1005 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now con- 
sidered.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘now considered,’ in order to add the words ‘ re- 
committed to the former Committee with respect to Clause 10 (Acquisition of 
Site of Spitalfields Market by agreement), and Clause 25 (Act not to authorise 
taking twenty houses of persons of the labouring class in any parish).’ ”—(Mr. 
Alexander Hargreaves Brown.) 


Question, “That the words ‘now considered’ stand part of the Ques- 
tion,” put, and negatived ; words added. 

Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 

Bill re-committed to the former Committee in respect of Clause 10 (Acqui- 
sition of Site of Spitalfields Market, by agreement), and Clause 25 
(Act not to authorise taking twenty houses of persons of the labour- 
ing class in any parish) ... “0 ye wai on x0 .-- 1006 


Dublin ‘toes Bill- fis Order.) Order for consideration, as amended, 
read... he 3 ery saz ote sae ... 1006 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘“‘That the Bill be now considered.” —(J/r. John Redmond.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and, at the end of the Question, to add the 


words, ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Carson.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Johnson-Ferguson (Lei- Mr. William Redmond (East 
cestershire, Loughborough) . 1022 Clure) ee i LOSS 
Mr. Fison (York, W. R&., Colonel Saunderson cA ... 1039 
Doncaster) .. 1031 Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ... 1039 
Colonel Saunderson (2 Armagh, Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.) 1040 
N.) : ... 1032 Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Eqre- 
Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... 1035 mont)... ... 1044 
Colonel Saunderson ... 1035 Mr. T. M. Healy ( Cork, 'N. ) ... 1044 


The Secretary to the Local 
Government Board (Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Tyrone, S.) 1035 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 291 ; Noes, 129. (Division List, No. 188.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to, 
Bill, as amended, considered ; to be read the third time. 
Ionian Bank Bill. (By Order.) Order for Second Reading read. 
The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) say ... 1053 
Bill read a second time and committed. 
St. Neots Water Bill. [Lords]. (By Order). (Order for Second Reading read) 1053 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Second Reading of the Bill be deferred till Monday.”—(Mr. J. W. Lowther.) 


Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland,  Egre- Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cum- 
mount) ron or ins ... 1053 berland, Penrith) ..» 1053 
Second Reading deferred till Monday next. 
Totland Water Bill (Lords)—Read a second time and committed... ... 1054 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill; Pier and Harbour 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—Read the third time, and passed... 1054 


STANDING ORDERS.—Resolution reported from the Committee— 


“That in the case of the Bradford Tramways and Improvement Bill, Peti- 
tion for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with : 
That the parties be vermitted to introduce their additional Provision, if the 
Committee on the Bill think fit.” 


Resolution agreed to ... vi sate si vi is os ... 1054 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to, Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 4) Bill) Amendments to West Highland Railway Bill ‘sag 3] without 


Amendment... os 1054 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm a Provisional 
Order made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 
1882 and 1888, relating to Clontarf.” [Electric Lighting Provisional 
Order (No. 9) Bill [Lords.] ... By ass ie si ses .. 1054 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to confirm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to East Retford, Failsworth, Pemberton, Stourbridge, Swinton 
and Pendlebury, and W ednesbury.” [Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 11) Bill (Lords). ] big on i ies si es ... 1055 
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And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for enabling the Transvaal Mortgage, 
‘Loan, and Finance Company, Limited, to arrange with the holders of 
their founders’ shares, for sub- dividin shares, and creating certain 
preferences ; and for other purposes.” Transvaal Mortgage, Loan, and 
Finance Company Bill (Lords. } ise oe ade me ts ... 1055 


Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 9) Bill [Lords.|—Read the 
first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and 
to be printed. [Bill 231.) ... ‘i aa sae bv wee ..- 1055 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill {Lords]|—Read the 
first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
be printed. [Bill 232. ] inte doy shed ae ia i ... 1055 


Transvaal Mortgage Roan, and Finance Company Bill [Lords]— 
Read the first time; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 


Private Bills... ees i aa ane ie Sze ex ..» 1055 
PETITIONS. 

BoroucH Funps Act, 1872—Petition from Bethesda, for alteration of Law ; 

to lie upon the Table ... pe she re is a3 ig .. 1055 
ELEMENTAY EDUCATION (VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS)—Petition from Tranmere, for 

alteration of Law ; to lie upon the Table... 1 ny i .- 1055 
GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES)—Petition from Hudders- 

field, in favour ; to lie upon the Table Sas - se he .-» 1055 
Liquor Traffic Local Veto (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Blackford, 

in favour ; to lie upon the Table __... . 1055 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Se: a ee 
from Polmont, in favour ; to lie upon the Table... 1055 


Public Health Acts acme Bill—Petition from sai mouth, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... vi “ es .. 1056 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petition from neon 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table _... 1056 


VivisEcTION—Petition from London, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table ... 1056 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


ARMY (SPECIAL ee presented,—of return for the year ended 
3lst of March, 1899, of Pensions specially granted under Articles 730, 
1170, and 1 207 of the shiteaaa sini Warrant t [by ¢ Comm: sities to lie npon 
the Table re" ie ... 1056 


SourH AFRICAN RepuBLic—Copy presented,—of Papers relating to the Com- 
plaints of British Subjects in the South African — (by eee 
to lie upon the Table ... aoe 3 1056 


ExPLosives—Copy presented,—of Twenty-third Annual Report of Her 
Majesty’s Inspectors of ajar being for the — 1898 [by scapes 
to lie upon the Table ... des : <8 ... 1056 
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ExpLosions (UPLEES MARSHES, FAVERSHAM)—Copy presented,—of Report 
by Colonel A. Ford, C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of Explosives, on 
the circumstances attending the destruction and explosion of carbo-gelatine 
in course of manufacture, which occurred at the factory of the Cotton 
Powder Company, at Uplees Marshes, near Faversham, on the 5th May, 
1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


EXPLOSIONS (STREETLY, BirMINGHAM)—Copy presented,—of Report by Major 
A. Cooper-Key, R.A., Her Majesty’s. Inspector of Explosives, to the right 
hon. the Secretary of State for the Home Department, on the circum- 
stances attending an explosion of percussion caps in course of manufacture 
at the factory of the Birmingham Metal and Munitions Company, Limited, 
at Streetly, near Birmingham, on the 11th April, 1899 [by Command]; 
to lie upon the Table ... = kn es is 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (RULES FOR MANAGEMENT)—Copy presented, 
of Rules, made with the approval of the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, for the Domestic Management otf the certified Inebriate 
Reformatory at Horfield, in the county of Gloucester [by Act]; to lie upon 
the Table nies ‘ ap = wn is ond : 


MERCHANT SHIPPING, 1898—Copy ordered, “of Tables showing the Progress 
of British Merchant Shipping.”—(J/r. Litchie.) Copy presented accord- 
ingly ; to lie upon the Table ; and to be printed. (No. 217.) . 


ELEctRIic LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS—Copy ordered, “ of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals.contained in the Provisional Order in- 
cluded in the Electric Lighting Provisional Order (No. 20) Bill.’—(1\/r. 
htitchie.) Copy presented ‘accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. (No. 218.) : bs mA Ein a 


CoMPANIES (WINDING Up)—Return ordered, “of the names of all the com- 
panies registered in England which were ordered to be wound up by the 
Court, or which passed resolutions for winding up voluntarily, during the 
year ending the 3lst day of December, 1896, showing the names and 
addresses of the liquidators, and giving the following particulars, viz. : 
(1) the amount of paid-up capital, distinguishing the amount paid up in 
cash and the amount issued as paid up otherwise than for cash ; (2) the 
estimated amount of probable loss arising on each of the above-:imed 
classes of shares, respectively ; (3) the estimated amount of probable loss to 
unsecured or partially secured creditors; (4) the names of companies 
going into liquidation during the year 1896 on which no losses to 
shareholders or creditors are estimated as_ probable.”—(Mr. Churles 
M‘Arthur.) sae —— 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


DRAINAGE SEPARATION—-Bill to enable Local Authorities to deal separately 
with the sewage and drainage of their ee ordered to he brought in 
by Mr. Stephens, Sir John Lubbock, Sir Walter Foster, Sir William 
Priestley, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Bigw ood, Mr. Cripps, Mr. Lawson Walton, 
Dr. Ambrose, and Mr. Brynmor Jones : a a ~ 


REGISTRATION OF ELEcToRS (ENGLAND)—Bill to amend the Law regarding 
the Registration of Electors in England, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
R. G. W ebster, Sir Edward Gourley, Major | Rasch, Mr. Vaughan-Davies, 
and Mr. Pierpoint 5 ; re 
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DRAINAGE SEPARATION Brtt—~“ To enable Local Authorities to deal separately 
with the sewage and drainage of their districts,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon W ednesday, 21st of June, and 
to be printed. (Bill 233.) Sig ry a 


REGISTRATION OF ELECTORS (ENGLAND) BrLt—‘ To amend the Law regard- 
ing the Registration of Electors in England,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon Monday, 3rd of July, and to be 


printed. (Bill 234.) 


QUESTIONS. 


LoncrorD MiLitrA—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) és cits 


SALISBURY PLAIN—Question, Mr. Thomas Bayley (Derbyshire, Chesterfield) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell 
Williams, Birmingham, 8.) ‘ pe wa e.- ne 


CryLoN LAND ORDINANCES—Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.); 
Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
sirmingham, W.) see ‘Ks oe 


THE TRANSVAAL: THE BLOEMFONTEIN CONFERENCE—Questions, Mr. Ellis J. 
Griffith (Anglesey), and Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answers, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


ALLEGED ARMING THE Borers IN NATAL —Question, Sir Alfred Hickman 
(Wolverhampton, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) au xe a 


PoLtitiIcAL RicHts OF UITLANDERS—Questions, Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett 
(Sheftield, Ecclesall), Mr. C. P. Scott (Lancashire, Leigh), Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answers, The Secretary for the Colonies (Mr. 
J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) me sine Hee ne 


Tue Pactric CantE—-Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, The 


Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 
Mauritius SuGar Inpustry-—Question, Mr. W. Holland (Yorkshire, W.R., 


Rotherham) ; The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) zt : ee st se se = 


West Arrican Liquor Trarric—Question, Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) ; 
Answer, The soa of State for the Colonies toa J. Chamberlain, 
Birmingham, W.) we ee : : Ee a3% ey 


TONGA—-Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, The Under Secre- 


tary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


THe ALASKAN BouNDARY QUESTION—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, 
Mid) ; Answer, The Under ee of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford). 


TurKIsH LOAN, 1885—-Questions, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. Pierpoint, 
(Warrington) ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) nat a as adi 

Russta IN CHINA—Question, Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett (Sheffield, Ece!.s.ll); 


Answer, The under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) oad ie a rns ‘i 
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PROHIBITION OF Rick Exports FROM NANKING—Question, Mr. Provand 
(Glasgow, Blackfriars) ; Answer, The Under Secretar ny of State for ieasinbeed 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


Irish Licghts—Maipen Rocks, L , Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade piscine Ritchie, 
Croydon) . _ ¥ 





British SOLDIERS AT Rio DE JANEIRO—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, 
Mid) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Buenos Ayres CATTLE TRADE—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of a _ W. #H. saan 
Liverpool, West Derby) 


New WINE DUTIEs- _Question, Mr. Lambert (Devon, South Molton) ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) 


THE BAwnsoy LETTER CARRIER—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) ie “ee mere ‘ais me a 

LoucH RyYNN LerrerR DELIVE , Mr. Tully (Leitrim, §.) ; 


Answer, The Financial Secretary to the ssid _ Hanbury, 
Preston) 





BELFAST Post OFFICE ee ere Mr. Schwann iaciauians N.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) use — 7 ne si site - 


SCOTTISH SECONDARY AND TECHNICAL SCHOOLS—Question, Mr. Buchanan 
(Aberdeenshire, E.); Answer, A Junior Lord of the seiner (Mr. 
Anstruther, St. Andrews Burgh) . } : 


. Kerry County Councit—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, The Chief we for Ireland Pues G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) bes mr ia 


ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS—Question, Mr. Field 
(Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, The Chief clase for Ireland o G. 
W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) .. Kis . ; Pm 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN IRELAND—Question, iMr. Field 1 (Dublia, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, The Chief er for Ireland — G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) 


LonGrorD County CouNcIL (aie: Sali Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, 
W.) ; Answer, The Chief a for Ireland — G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) : 


LONGFORD AND THE AGRICULTURAL GRANT—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, The pennants: for [reland zai G. W.B sian 
Leeds, Central) ; is 


(JUEEN’S ISLAND WORKMEN, BELFAST— nals Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E) ; Answer, 
. 1073 


The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


WESTPORT COMMISSIONERS — Question, Dr. Robert Ambrose (Mayo, W.); 
Answer, The Chief ronnie a for Ireland oe G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) , 


DuBLIN POLICE CLOTHING—Question, Mr. - Crilly (Mayo, N); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 
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Dominick O’DONNELL OF GLENGAD—Question, Mr. Crilly (Mayo, N.) ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 1074 


ExtrRA PoLicE AT BELMULLET—Question, Mr. Crilly (Mayo, N.); Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) —.... 1075 


LocAL GOVERNMENT IN West CavAN—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, The Chief puma for Ireland — G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) - ..- 1075 


MULLINGAR ASYLUM Boarp Jornt CoMMITTEE.—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell 
(Cavan, W.); Answer, The Chief ssn oe for Ireland ss ast G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) ‘ . 1076 


ANNALY EstTaTE, COUNTY cdiiiaaei Minas Mr. J. P. Farrell fii W.); 
Answer, The Chief ee for Ireland a G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) rd ; ... 1076 


ROSCOMMON AND THE AGRICULTURAL GRANT—Question, Mr. Tally (hice 8.); 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) ids a te be oe a ms sa naar LOTT 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Question, Sir Charles Dilke a Forest of 
Dean); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury emule . J. Balfour, 


Manchester, E.) . 1078 
NEW WRIT 
For the Burgh of Edinburgh (East Divi rag the room of Robert Wallace, 
esquire, deceased. —(Mr. Herbert Gladstone.) .. hoa wa “ie ..» 1078 
Local Government Bill—Order for Third Reading read. 
PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read a third time.” 
Mr.. Duncombe (Cumberland, Egremont) oe me a ... 1080 
Amendment proposed— 
“*To leave out the words ‘now read the third time,’ in order to add the 
words ‘ recommitted in respect of Clause 2.’—(M7r. Elliot)—instead thereof.” 
Question proposed, “'That the words ‘now read the third time’ stand part 
of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION : 
The Chancellor of the Ezx- Mr. Rk. G. Webster (St. Pancras, 
chequer (Sir M. Hicks- ' 4 eer ae ae ... LO85S 
Beach, Bristol, W.) — ... 1080 Mr. Labouchere (Novthampton) 1086 
Karl Percy (Kensington, S.) 1082 Mr. Elliot (Durham City) ... 1086 
Sir H. Campbell Bannerman 
(Stirling Burghs) ... 1084 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Finance Bill—Read the third time, and passed 
PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION. 
Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) ... 


Notice taken that 40 Members were not present ; House counted and 40 Mem- 
bers not being present— 
House adjourned at Eight of the clock. 


COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 14TH JUNE 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Ilford Gas Bill—Lords Amendments considered, and agreed to 


Friends’ Provident Institution Bill [Lords]; Lowestoft Promenade 
Pier Bill ; Mid-Kent Gas Bill(Lords]; Skipton Urban District Gas 
Bill | Lords}|—As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Cobham Gas Bill |Lords|; Grosvenor Chapel (London) Bill [Lords] ; 
Moss Side Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords] ; 
Stretford Urban District Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords] ; 
Weston-Super-Mare, Clevedon, and Portishead Tramways Com- 
pany (Light Railway Extensions) Bill oe a second time, 


and committed 


Whitehaven Corporation Bill [Lords] ; Withington Urban District 
Council (Tramways) Bill | Lords] —Read a second time, and committed 


Private Bitts (Groupe B)—Ordered, that William Jaffray do attend the 
Committee on Group b of Private Bills this day . 


PETITIONS. 
Ground Values (Taxation) (Scotland) Bill——Petition from Motherwell, in 
favour; to lie upon the Table sibs - ‘on ‘a 


INEBRIATES Act, 1898 —Petition from Rochdale, for alteration of Law ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill—Petitions 
in favour—From Ardrossan, and Cathcart ; to lie upon the Table 


Parish Councils Association (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Motherwell, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table = is ve 


Private Legislation Procedure —* Bill—Petition from Mother- 
well, in favour ; to lie upon the Table aa ie 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour—From 
Liverpool; Brettenham; Penrith (three); Carlisle; Talkin ; Kirk- 
oswald; Meal Bank; Siddick; Skirwith; Blencarn; Whitehaven 
(eight); Yosthwaite; Wetherall; Walton; Parton (two); Moor 
Row; Crosby;  Ivegill; Hutton End; Kirkbride ; = Dearham ; 
Flimby ; Stainton; Renwick; New higgin ; Ainstable;  Gilsland ; 
Ormathwaite ; Low Seaton; | Workington (two) ; ;  Distington; St. 
Bees;  Calthwaite ; Blencowe ; Plumpton ; Wigton; — Cleator ; 
Great Broughton ; Carlisle ; Great Salkeld ; Applethwaite; Portin- 
scales; Gamblesby ; Blyth ; Langwathby; Lazenby;  Allonby ; 
Maybrary;  Mealsgate; Haverigg; Millom; Thelkeld ; salar 
and Lincoln ; to lie upon the Table ... “oe ves was 
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1086 Shops (Early a Bill—Petition from Motherwell, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table ; ... 1090 

1087 Small Houses Scotland) Bill—Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; to lie 

087 upon the Table Z SE cet g ek ae. See ee 
Teinds (Scotland) Bill—Petition of the aud of Solicitors of en 
in favour ; to lie uponthe Table _... , , ‘ dh .. 1090 
Town Councils . roan sctieammaes from Motherwell, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ‘ : as - _ ««» 1082 
Trout Fishing Annual Close Time iesaaua Bill—Petition from 
Motherwell, in favour ; to lie upon the Table se - 1001 
Workmen’s Houses Tenure Bill-—Petition from Motherwell, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table __... : a we ‘ wae ... 1091 
1089 
RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
1089 Cuarity CoMMISSION (WELSH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION Act (1889)—Copy 
presented—of Report of the Charity Commissioners of their Proceedings 
under the Welsh Intermediate Education Act, 1889 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table... ve ihe ih Sus vis vas «+ S088 
NortH SEA FisHERMEN—Return presented—trelative thereto [ordered 23rd 
of February |—(M/r. Herbert Robertson)—to lie upon the Table, and to be 

1089 printed. (No. 219.) ... wl oe xs - ata as o«» 1003 
RaILWAYs—Copy presented,—of Report by the Board of Trade on Applications 

089 made during the year 1898 under the Railway Companies’ Powers Act, 

1864, and of the Proceedings of the Board of Trade with respect thereto 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 220.) ... ... 1091 
089 ; 
MunicipAL Corporations (NEW CHARTERS) (SMETHWICK)—Copy presented, 
of Charter of Incorporation of the Borough of Smethwick, dated 12th of 
June, 1899, [by Act]; to lie upon the Table si aut a .. 1091 

090 ELectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 

090 included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 9) Bill; 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 10) Bill; Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders” (No. 11) Bill; Electric L ighting Provisional Orders 

)90 (No. 12) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill; Electric 
Lighting Provisional {Orders (No. 14) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional 

190 Orders (No. 15) Bill.”"—(Mr. Kitchie.) Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 

. upon the Table, and to be printed. (No. 221). ... = a ... 1091 

90 PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

Lincolnshire Coroners Bill [Lords|—Read the first time ; to be read a second 
time on Monday next, and to be printed. (Bill 234) ee eae ... 1092 
Education of Children Bill—Order for third reading read ... 
Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(Mr. Robson.) 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Seton-Karr.) 
0 Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. George Whiteley, (Stock- 


Mr. Duckworth (Lancashire, 
Middleton) i ies 
Sir F. S. Powell (Wigan)... 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ... 
Mr. Yozall (Nottingham, 
West) ... os He 
Major Rasch (Essex, S.E.) 
Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire) 
Mr. Hobhouse (Somerset, E.) 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, 
r 


Mr. J. H. Johnson (Sussez, 
Horsham) 
Mr. Harwood 
Bolton) ... 


(Lancashire, 


097 


1101 
1106 
1109 


1111 
1114 
1115 
1116 
1117 


1120 


. 1121 


Mr. James Kenyon (Lancashire, 
Bury)... ae fa ops 
Mr. Duncombe (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont)... des ‘ co. Bae 
Mr. James Kenyon .... 0 Seay 
Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) ... 6 bai -- 1128 
The Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Edueation (Sir 
J. Gorst, Cambridge Univer- 
sity) ... : :“S1 


Sir William Harcourt (Monmouth- 


1125 


shire, W.) ... ire 23 ABS 
Colonel Mellor (Lancashire, Rad- 
cliffe) ... . 1133 


Question, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question,” put, and 


agreed to. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


Service Franchise Bill—(As amended, considered.) 


New clause— 


“ All enactments and all orders made in pursuance of the Registration Acts 
which relate to the registration of persons entitled to vote in respect of a lodger 
qualification shall relate with the necessary variations and alterations of pre- 
cepts, notices, lists, and other forms to persons qualified to vote under the 
service franchise.” —(Sir C. Dilke.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 


time.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


“That the clause be read a second 


Sir J. Blundell Maple (Cam- Cuptain Norton (Newington, IV.). 1142 
berwell, Dulwich) as Shoo The Solicitor-General (Sir R. B. 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 1138 Finlay, Inverness Burghs) . 1143 
Mr. Robert Wallace (Perth) . 1141 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 139 ; Noes, 184. (Division List, No. 189.) 
Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) . 1147 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 6, after the word ‘employment,’ to insert the words, ‘and 
the dwelling-house is not inhabited by any person under whom such man serves 
in such office, service, or employment.’”—(Sir Blundell Maple.) 
Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words be there inserted.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Charles Dilke (Glowester- Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.)... --» 1152 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 1147 Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 1152 
Mr. Robert Wallace (Perth) . 1148 Serjeant Hemphall (Tyrone, N.) . 1154 
Sir J. Blundell Maple (Cam- Mr. Abel Thomas (Carmarthen, 
berwell, Dulwich) .-- 1149 ae ee = .. 1154 
Mr. Robert Wallace - 1149 Mr. Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) ... 1154 
TheSolicitor-General (Sir R.B. 
Finlay, Inverness Burghs). 1151 
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Motion made, and Question put— 
“That the Debate be now adjourned.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 139: Noes, 187. (Division List No. 190.) 


Question again proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Debate arising, and it being after half-past Five of the clock, Mr. Speaker 
proceeded to interrupt the business. 


Whereupon Sir Blundell Maple rose in his place, and claimed to move, 
“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put— 
“That the Question be now put.” 


The House divided :—Ayes, 185 ; Noes, 143. (Division List, No. 191.) 
Question put accordingly. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 171; Noes, 154. (Division List, No. 192.) 


Further proceeding on consideration, as amended, adjourned till To- 
morrow. 
And, it being Six of the clock, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without 
Question put. 


Adjourned at Six of the clock. 





LORDS : THURSDAY, 15TH JUNE 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been complied 
with—London and North-Western Railway (New Railways) 

Also, the Certificate that no further Standing Orders are — to the 
followi ing Bill—West Gloucester Water ‘ : a ’ 


And, also, the Certificate that the further Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bill have not been complied with—London and North-Western 
Railway Bill (Additional Powers) aie ss 





The same were ordered to lie on the Table. 


Shirebrook and District Gas Bill; South Staffordshire Stipendiary 
Justice Bill; Nottingham Corporation Bill; Wolver. —— 
Tramways Bill (Lords.)—Committee to meet To- morrow 


Brynmawr and Western Valleys Railway Bill; Edinburgh Corpora- 
tion Bill; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill — Reported 
from the Select Committee, with Amendments ; ve 5 


South-Eastern Railway Bill—Report from the Select Committee, That the 
Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and ordered to lie upon 
the Table ; The orders made on the 1st and 8th instant reer and 
Bill committed... ae sink ps 
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Belfast Corporation Bill; Baker Street and Waterloo Railway Bill— 


Read the second time, and committed ; The Committees to be proposed 
by the Committee of Selection es ses ss 


Belfast and Northern —— _—w ? Bill—Read the second time, 
and committed ; : hice vids 


Bootle Corporation Bill—Read the second time, and committed; The 
Committee to be proposed by the Committee of Selection ... a 


North — and acseedmans ened Bill—Read the third time 


and passed 


Shotley Bridge and Consett District Gas Bill—Read the third time, 


with the Amendments, and passed, and returned to the Commons 


Brompton and Piccadilly Circus Railway Bill—Brought from the Com- 
mons ; read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners ; “a 


Infant Orphan Asylum Bill [Lords]; London Hospital Bill [Lords]: 
Stockton and rr Water Bill si s] ;—Returned from 


the Commons agreed to 


Ilford Gas Bill—Returned from the Commons with the Amendments agreed 
to oes ve ; ve oe as vs 


Tramways Orders serra, Wo. DE Bill (Lon! ;];—House to be in 
Committee To-morrow es oe ie 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (London) Bill 
[Lords] ;—Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments, and 
committed to a Committee of the whole House 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 8) Bill (No. 125); Pier and 
Harbour Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill (No. 126)—Brought from 
the Commons ; read the first nent to be oan and referred to the 
Examiners : 


Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) Bill ‘[Lords) Water Orders Confirm- 
ation Bill {Lords}; Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill 
[Lords] ;—Amendments reported (according to pues and Bills to be read 
the third time To-morrow ss 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 14) Bill [Lords]; —Read the 


third time (according to Order), and passed an sent to the 7 aac 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 12) Bill [Lords]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 13) Bill [Lords]; Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 15) Bill [Lords.|—Committee of 
the whole House — stands appoint for this day) put off till To- 
morrow eine ae ‘ sae oes cee 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—Read the second time 


(according to Order), and committed to a Committee of the whole House 
To-morrow 


RETURNS, REPORTS, Ee. 

CuuRCcH OF ENGLAND (CONFESSIONAL Boxes)—Return respecting: Laid 
before the House pursuant to Address of the 3rd of March last, and to 
printed. (No. 121.) ... 

FisHery Board FoR ScoTLAND—Reports on the state of the markets for 
Scottish herrings on the Continent and in the United States of America... 
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Army (SPECIAL PENSIONS)—Return for the year ended 31st March, 1899, 
of Pensions specially granted under Articles 730, 1170, and 1207 of the 
Army Pay Warrant sas Ss a ss aes .-- 1167 


TRADE a (ANNUAL SERIES) : No. 2287, Chile (Valparaiso and District) ; 
No. 2288, Brazil (Pernambuco and eased No. 2289, Trade of Malaga 


and Disiriet . 1168 


TRADE Reports (MISCELLANEOUS SERIES) No. 504, Commercial Education in 
the United States ; No. 505, Agricultural Education in France w«s LEGS 


WELSH INTERMEDIATE Epucation Act, 1889—Report of the Charity Com- 
missioners for England and Wales—Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table fas = aii - ... 1168 


RAILWAYS CoMPANIES’ Powers Act, 1864—Report by the Board of Trade on 
applications made during the year 1898 under the Railways Companies’ 
Powers Act, 1864, and of the proceedings of the Board of Trade with 
respect thereto... me 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCORPORATION OF SMETHWICK)—Charter of 
Incorporation of the borough of Smethwick, dated 12th June, 1899. Laid 


before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1168 


PETITIONS. 


Board of Education Bill {Lords|—Petition in favour of: of the Clerical and 
Lay Members of the Synod of the Diocese of Salisbury ; read, and ordered 


to lie on the Table 


Elementary Education (Defective and Epileptic Children) Bill { Lords] 
A Bill to make better provision for the elementary education of defective 
and epileptic children in England and Wales ; was presented by the Earl 
Waldegrave (for the Lord P reside nt, D. Devonshire) ; read the first time ; 


and to be printed. (No. 120.) Kia sts ae oe ius ... 1168 


Education of Children Bill (No. 123); London Government Bill 
(No 124)—-Brought from the Commons; read the third time ; and to be 
printed ... int ee bes ‘Ss ots at “ “3 : 


1168 


1168 


Finance Bill—Brought from the Commons; read the first time; to be 
printed ; and to be read the second time To-morrow—(Zhe Lord Privy Seal, 
V. Cross)—and Standing Order No. 39 to be considered in order to its 
being dispensed with. (No. 122.) ... as ies sibs hes .-. 1169 


QUESTIONS. 


MALTESE NopiLitry—Question, Viscount Sidmouth ; Answer, The Under Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies (The Earl of Selborne) sie .-. 1169 





LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL 


Question, The Earl of Kimberley ; Answer, The 
Lord Privy Seal (Viscount Cross) 55 is ; 


. 1169 


House adjourned at Twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS: THURSDAY, 15TH JUNE 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Private Bills {Lords]—(Standing Orders not previously inquired into com- 
plied with). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- L 
tions for Private Bills—That, in the case of the following Bill, originating : 
in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Li 
Orders not previously inquired into, and which are applicable thereto, have 
been complied with, viz. :— 
Ar 
Clyde Navigation Bill [Lords]—Ordered—That the Bill be read a second 
time... ve ve we aie isa ak ius bon - Daae 


Provisional Order Bills [Lords|—(Standing Orders applicable thereto com- 
plied with). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills—That, in the case of the following Bill, originating 
in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. : a. VO 


Education Department Provisional Order Confirmation (Liverpool) 
Bill | Lords |—Ordered——That the Bill be read a second time To-morrow ... 1170 


Blackpool Improvement Bill—Read the third time, and passed... oe ERO 
Godalming Corporation Water Billi (By Order)—As amended, considered. 


.Amendment proposed— Ele 
“In Clause 54, page 28, to leave out Sub-section 8, and insert: ‘(8) And 
any balance remaining in any year shall be divided between the area of the 
borough and the area outside the borough within the water limits in the propor- 
tion of the water rents collected from each of those two areas during each year. 
The proportion belonging to the outside area shall be applied in reduction of the Bu 
water rents of the outside area, and the proportion belonging to the area of the 
borough shall be applied at the discretion of the Corporation either in reduction Yo 
of the water rents within the area of the borough or carried to the general dis- 
trict fund.’ ”—(Mr Brodrick.) 


Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 8 stand part of the clause.” 
Cor 
DISCUSSION : 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, Mr. J. W. Lowther (Cumber- 
N.) eis Au vs Ae land, Penrith)... wax We Loc 


Question put, and negatived. 
ieee ” Poo 
Question, ‘That those words be here inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
sil] to be read athird time. 

Dublin Corporation Bill.—Ordered, That Standing Order 207 be suspended, Fist 


and that the Third Reading of the Dublin Corporation Bill be taken To- 
morrow, though opposed.—(M/r. 7. M. Healy.)... bi — ssp SSPE 
Bradford Tramways and Improvement Bill.—Reported, with Amend- TRA 

ments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed... sa .. 1174 
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Airdrie and Coatbridge Water Bill pees Reported, with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table.. ox mr +. ove ANTS 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 


Metropolitan Common Scheme satiiedd W — Provisional Order Bill, 


without Amendment ... sais ‘s is «os  REOE 
London, Brighton, and South Coast — (Pensions) Bill ... os Sees 
Lisburn Urban District Council Bill- a from “Lisburn Town 

Commissioners Bill”), with Amendments... we? ke w 1174 
Amendments to Dumbarton Burgh Bill [Lords], without Amendment ... 1174 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade, under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Camborne, Dukinfield, Fenton, 
Finchley, Shipley, and Swinton.” (Hleetri Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 10) Bill | Lords. } ” sa . 1174 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for scntiinulatis the tenes ies and 
Pacific Railway Company, Limited, to prepare and carry into effect a 
scheme or schemes of arrangement with their shareholders, or with any 
class or classes of shareholders ; and to increase and consolidate its 
capital ; and for other purposes.” (Buenos ee and Pacific Railway 
Company Bill. [Lords]. ... ‘iy ie ‘ ao ~ oy Se 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to give effect to a compromise of 
opposing claims affecting certain estates of the late Sir James Cockburn, 
7th Baronet, deceased, situate in the Counties of Pembroke, Cardigan, 
and Carmarthen, and in the nai and — of London.” Sgr Estate 
ill. [Lords] ea se 4 roa ee 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No 10) Bill [Lords Read the 
first time ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to 
be printed. (Bill 235.) ay oes ay Ee &- sus oso LEGG 


Buenos Ayres and Pacific Railway Company Bill [Lords]. 


Yorke Estate Bill. [Lords]. Read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... _ ue ait acc ADD 


PETITIONS. 
Companies Acts Amendment Bill.—Petition from Redhill and Reigate, 


against ; to lie upon the Table me ‘ pss OES 
Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill.—Petitions in 
favour ; From Montrose ; and Arbroath ; to lie upon the Table... 1175 


Poor LAw AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) Act, 1845—Petition from Arbroath, 
for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
FisHERY BoAarD (SCOTLAND)—Copy presented,—of Reports on the State of 
the Markets for Scottish-cured Herrings on the Continent, and in the 
United States of America [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2287 to 2289 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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QUESTIONS. 


MOUNTAIN ARTILLERY—Question, Capt. Pretyman (Suffolk, Woodbridge) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, 
Dover) ... i“ ia ees = ei oa SS se oi 


RoyaL ARSENAL, WooL_wicH—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower — 
Stepney); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office <i J. 
Powell Williams, Birmingham, S. a sake fas a ’ 


Riots IN MApDRAS PRESIDENCY—Questions, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree 
(Bethnal Green, N.E.), and Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answers, The Secretary 
of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing.) ‘a 


THE FRANCAISE IN INDIA—Question, Sir William Wedderburn (Banffshire) ; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, Middle. 
SeX, Ealing) : " - 


BompBay CIVIL AND CRIMINAL PROCEDURE—Question, Sir William Wedder- 
burn ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord George Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) e Ss ‘ 


Coopers HILL CoLLeGE—Question, Sir Seymour King (Hull, ey 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India sai George Hamilton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing) Ss : 


THE ARMENIAN ARCHBISHOP AND BisHops—-Question, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, 
Eye): Answer, The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) ... oe ‘ ; 


TurKIsH LOAN OF 1855—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) ; 


THE ANSAHS, OF ASHANTI—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) me ae oe 


West Arrican Liquor Trarric—Mr. W. F. Lawrence (Liverpool, Aber- 
cromby) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ie 


FALSE TRANSVAAL Reports—-Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, 
Eifion) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamber- 
lain, Birmingham, W.) ‘ re se wae ome 3 


“ ANTI-BRITISH ” PROPAGANDA—Questions, Sir Ellis Ashmead-Bartlett 
(Shettield, Ecclesall), and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, $.); Answers, 
The Secret tary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, 
W.) rv 


SHUNTING FATILITY ON THE CHATHAM AND Dover RAILwAy—Question, Mr. 
Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside) ; Answer, The President of the Board 
of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) = oo Fa Sis . 


Beer MATERIALS CoMMITTEE—Question, Sir Cuthbert Quilter (Suffolk, Sud- 
bury); Answer, The Chancellor of the nee wale M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.) , 


METROPOLITAN STREET OBSTRUCTIONS——Question, General Laurie alii 
and Haverfordwest); Answer, The Under Secretary for the Home 
Office (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) 
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NATURALISATION CERTIFICATES.—Question, Mr, Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary for the Home Office enh Jesse sities 
Birmingham, Bordesley) 


ECCLESIASTICAL JUDGES.—Question, Mr. Charles McArthur (Liverpool, Ex- 
change) ; Answer, The Under Secretary for the Home Office aie Jesse 
Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) 


BritisH ARTISTS AND THE Paris EXxHIBITION—Question, Mr. Courtney 
(Cornwall, Bodmin) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury 
(Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


ASSISTANTS TO SUB-POSTMASTERS—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, The Financial Sec etary to the ananest — Han- 
bury, Preston ... : sii ve sad ’ is : 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH STAFF, LonpDoN—Question, Mr. M‘Ghee (Louth, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


IRELAND—THE Bacor EstatE—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, §S.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland ane G. W. “es Leeds, 
Central) ‘ see ms sie si R - 

IrisH County INFIRMARIES—Question, Mr. T. M. “Healy (Louth, N.) ; 
Answer, The Chief pices for Ireland — G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) , nies : “ts in aie ., 


PENALTIES FOR CARRYING FIREARMS IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy 
(Louth, N.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretar - for Ireland si G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) : “2 


THE ROSSMORE saben Leataass: Mr. Macaleese ible 5); ; Answer, 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 
IrtsH LocAL GOVERNMENT FINANCE—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 


S.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland een G. W. Balfour, tone 
Central) % ve : ss ; 


AGRICULTURAL GRANT TO County DoNEGAL—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, S.), and Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.); Answers, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... : 


NEWCASTLE, West (LIMERICK) CREAMERY—Question, Mr. Austin (Limeniéte 
Wi; Answer, The Chief sane for Ireland ee G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) : 


Ir1isH INTERMEDIATE EpucATION—Question, Mr. William Johnston ‘Balfant, 
S.); Answer, The Chief peter for Ireland _— G. W. Balfour, — 
Central) 


DISTURBANCES AT ceaniiinsiiaaiiice Mr. shana Vitae E); aati 
The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) 


InisH LAND PuRCHASE—Question, Mr. Young (Cavan, E.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) ... 


District INSPECTOR MEEHAN—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.) ; 
Answer, The Chief ont for Ireland — G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) - ~ = és 8 

LONGFORD AND THE AGRICULTURAL GRANT—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell, 
(Cavan, W.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretar si for er G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) ie bas bia ” 
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The First Lord of the E.) . 1303 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Mr. J. Chamberlain 1304 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1223 Mr. J. M. Maclean 1304 
Mr. J. M. Maclean ... 1223 Mr. J. Chamberlain 1304 
Lord George Hamilton 1224 Sir H.  Campbell- Bannerman 
Mr. J. M. Maclean ... 1224 (Stirling Burghs) — ... » OUT 
Lord George Hamilton 1236 Sir Edward Clarke (£ -lymouth) .. w» 1311 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)... 1251 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 1311 


Question put— 
The House divided :—Ayes, 152 ; Noes, 293. (Division List No. 193.) 


PrivATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE (SCOTLAND) [EXPENSES]—Resolution 
reported— 

“That it is expedient to authorise the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of any remuneration, allowances, and expenses that may 
become payable under any Act of the present Session to provide for improv- 
ing and extending the procedure for obtaining Parliamentary powers by way 
of Provisional Orders in matters relating to Scotland.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Baths and Wash Houses Acts Amendment Bill—Read a second time, 
and committed for Monday next. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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is Y 


“That a sum, not exceeding £701,411, be granted for the said service. 
Charles Cameron.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Lord Advocate (Mr. A.G. 


Murray, Buteshire) sos Vape 
Sir Charles Cameron (Glas- 

gow, Bridgeton) .. .- 1433 
Mr. A. G. Murray «« L&33 
Mr. Colville (Lenarshire, 

N.E.) 1434 
Mr. He dderwitk (I “ick 

Burghs) ... : ... 1435 


Mr. Renshaw (Renfrew, W.) 1437 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 46 ; 
Original Question again proposed. 


Discussion RESUMED :— 


The Lord. {dvocate (Mr. A, G. 


Murray, Buteshire) ... 1443 
Dr, Clark (Caithness) ... 1450 
Mr, A. G. Murray ... 1450 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, 

Mid.) ... 00. we 1451 


House. 
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Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
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1424 


Mr. Thomas Shaw(Hawick Burghs) 1438 
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Dr, Clark (Caithness) 


Mr. Thomas Shaw 


Mr. Alex. Cross ap aa: rw 
..» 1441 


lachie) 


Mr. A. G. Murray 


Mr. McLeod (Sutherland) 


Noes, 103. 
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Sir John Kinloch (Perthshire, EB.) 1452 
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. 1452 


Mr. A. G. Murray ee 
(Forfa r) 


Captain Sinclair 


Committee report progress, to sit again on Monday next. 





Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock, 
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.. 1442 
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(Division List, No. 194.) 
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It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to the 
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Education of Children Bil 
instant. (The Viscount Knutsford.) 


read the third time on Friday, the 30th 





Public Libraries Bill [Iords|}—Lord Winpsor: My Lords, I understand 
that the Local Government Board object to several of the clauses in this 
Bill, and therefore I ask leave to postpone the Second Reading in the 
hope that some modification may be made which will remove these 
objections. Order of the Day for Second Reading read, and discharged... 


Youthful Offenders Bill [Lords]—Second Reading ; Order of the Day for 


the Second Reading read. 
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. 1457 


1457 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read the second time. (Lord Juines of Hereford.) 


Discussion— 
Lord Leigh... noe ... 1462 Lord James of Hereford 
Lord Norton ... ae ... 1463 Lord Leigh ... 

On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read the second time accordingly, and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House on Tuesday, the 27th instant. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 
Light Load Line Bill [Lords].—-A Bill to supplement the law relating to 
load lines on merchant ships was presented by the Lord Muskerry ; read 


the first time ; to be printed ; and to be read the second time on Monday 
the 26th instant. (No. 127)... 


QUESTION. 
THE RoyaL ACADEMY —Question, The Lord Stanley of Alderley ; Answer, The 
Prime Minister and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (The Marquess 
of Salisbury) 


House adjourned at forty minutes after Five of the clock. 
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New Writ—New Writ for the County of York, West Riding (Osgoldcross 
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(Mr. William M‘Arthur.) ae 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE Bitis—{ Lords] —(STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH.)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bill, That, in the case of the follow- 
ing Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, “have been complied with, viz. —Buenos Ayres and 
Pacific Railway Company Bill [Lords] ; Transvaal Mortgage, Loan, and 
Finance Company Bill pease Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


time oe9 eee eee 
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Central) rm ny ae i are sae ree ae sie, tao 
IRISH GUARDIANS AND LABOURERS’ CoTTAGES—Question, Mr. Gibney (Meath, 
N.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) o bai ee ais a 5 1495 
CARRYING FIREARMS IN [RELAND—Question, Mr. Hayden, Roscommon, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) te a ae oad ii me a : 1495 


TyRoNE County Counci, Rate CoLLecror—Question, Mr. Hemphill 
(Tyrone, N.) ; Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. 
Balfour, Leeds, Central) i ss sve ner isi mn ... 1496 
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DEATH OF ANNE FINEGAN CorMARY—Question, Mr. MacAleese (Monaghan) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) me ise . 1497 
SYLVESTER DwyEr—Question, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, The Chief 
Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central) se ... 1498 
RAILWAY COMMUNICATION IN DoNEGAL—Question, Mr. T. D. Sullivan (Done- 
gal, W.); Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, 
Leeds, Central) ye ae Ss = sae aS ... 1499 
MULLINGAR AsYLUM—QQuestion, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Kerry, 8.); Answer, The 
Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, Central)... ... 1499 
GuN Licences IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Kerry, 5%.) ; 
Answer, The Chief Secretary for Ireland (Mr. G. W. Balfour, Leeds, 
Central) - sin ai ; a ob --» 1499 
STEAM TRAWLING OFF THE Dusiin Coast—Question, Mr. Clancy (Dublin 
Co., N.) ; Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Lon- 
donderry, N.) ... on mn aes “— sa pes si .-- 1500 
THe Boarp or Epucation Bitt—Questions, Mr. Stevenson (Suffolk, Eye) 
and Colonel Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ; Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1500 
THE TELEPHONE biLL—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 
E.) ee lies she ins ‘as ins ‘a ve ia . 1501 
THE LAKES orf KILLARNEY—Questions, Mr. Lough (Islington, E.), and Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, §.) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) ... si be ves sit .-» 1501 
Cyprus—Question, Mr. Pierpoint (Warrington) ; Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1502 
Home Orrick VotE—Question, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) ; Answer, The 
First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1502 
SARRACKS LOAN BiILL—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.); Answer, 
The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 1502 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERNMENT BUSINESS) :— 
Motion made, and Question proposed— 
“That for the remainder of the Session Government business do have pre- 


cedence on Tuesday and Wednesday, and that the provisions of Standing Order 56 
be extended to all the days of the week.”--{(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 
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196 Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman Mr. Carvell Williams ied 
(Stirling Burghs) ..- 1505 ham, Mansfield) ae . 1520 
Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester, Mr. Labouchere (Nor: thampton) .. 1520 
Forest of Dean) .-» 1507 Mr. J. E. Ellis (Nottinghamshire, 
197 Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) — ... 1508 fusheliffe)... ink -» 1522 
Sir Blundell Maple (Camber- Mr. Arthur J. Moore (Derry 
well, Dulwich) . 1511 City) .. 1522 
198 Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S).. 1512 The First Lord of the “Treasury 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, (Mr. A. J. repens Manches- 
4 een ei ... 1512 ter, E.) . 1523 
Mr. Reckitt (Lincolnshire, Mr. Dillon wks x soo) S525 
Brigg) . 1513 Mr. A. J. Balfour ae .-- 1525 
£99 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. Reckitt es sides ... 1526 
Regis) ... 1514 Mr. A. J. Balfour ye ... 1526 
Mr. Edmund — Robertson Mr. Swift MacNeil... .-- 1527 
199 (Dundee) oa ... 1516 Mr. A. J. Balfour a .-- 1527 
Mr. William Johnston Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman .... 1527 
(Belfast, 8.) 1516 Mr. A. J. Balfour a - 1527 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Done gail, Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) — .... 1527 
199 S.) 1517 Mr. A. J. Balfour st .-- 1527 
Captain Sinclair " (Forfar- Mr. Galloway... ep .-- 1528 
age is 1518 Mr. A. J. Balfour rn ... 1528 
Mr. Co Coghill (Stoke-upon- Mr. Wallace (Perth)... ... 1528 
500 Trent) ... 1519 
. Mr. ett (Northampton, 
E.) 1519 
Question put. 
00 
‘ The House divided :—Ayes, 250; Noes, 119. (Division List No. 195.) 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill—Considered in Com- 
mittee. 
501 : 
: (In the Committee.) 
Clause 2 :— 
501 Amendment again proposed— 
“In page 2, line 2, after the word ‘Commons’ to insert the words ‘and two 
Members of each House of Parliament a at the beginning of each 
Session in manner provided by Standing Orders shall be a Standing Committee 
02 of the two Houses of Parliament.’ ”—Dr. Clark. 
Question again proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
502 DISCUSSION :— 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman sa 
G. Murray, Buteshire) ... 1531 ling Burghs) .. ‘ . 1533 
02 Dr. Clark (Caithne _ ae ... 1533 


Amendment by leave withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 3, to leave out from ‘shall’ to end of clause, and insert, ‘if 
the two Houses of Parliament think fit so to order prescribe all matters of 
wractice and procedure which will enable them to take into consideration the 
raft Order, and to report thereon to the Secretary for Scotland.”—(Mr. 
Cripps.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. A. G. Murray ... 1534 Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 1534 
Mr. J. E. Ellis (Notts, Rush- Mr. A. G. Murray ae ... 1535 
ce ee 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The Amendment suggested by the Lord Advocate put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 13, to leave out ‘or mainly.’ ”—(MWr. Woulton.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words ‘or mainly’ stand part of the clause.” 
Mr. A. G. Murray gia sos aos ne ues a sa LOO 
Amendment put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 2, line 13, after ‘ Scotland,’ to insert, ‘ or do not raise any question 
of policy or principle not previously determined by Parliament.”—(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. A. G. Murray oe oe +e Be as on 2» 1536 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
The Amendment suggested by the Lord Advocate put and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed 
“In page Y, line 13, after ‘Scotland,’ to insert, ‘or ciTeet a change in the 
general law.’ ”—(Mr. J. P. Smith.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Cripps — (Gloucester, Mr. Stuart-Wortley (Sheffield, 
Stroud!) ... ee icc BDOL Hallam) y ae, coo IDOU 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr, A. G. Murray 1538 
Mid) .... mr .. 1537 


Question put, and negatived. 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 13, after ‘Scotland,’ to insert, ‘or which raise any such 
question of policy or principle.’ ”—(The Lord Advocate.) 


Question, “ That those words be there inserted,” put and agreed to. 
Amendiment proposed— 
“In page 2, line 22, to leave out ‘ that notices published and served and.” — 
(Captain Sinclair.) 
Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr, A. G. Murray .. 1538 Mr. A. G. Murray sia sos 1089 
Mr. Cripps... ea .-» 1538 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 26, to leave out from the word ‘ Parliament’ to the end of 
the clause.” —(M7r. Cripps.) 
Question proposed, ‘“ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
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Mr. A. G. Murray... ... 1542 Mr, Courtney... ues . 1545 
Mr. J. £. Ellis... ... 1542 Dr. Clark ae cos ... 1546 
Mr. Cripps ... -» 1542 
36 : 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 206 ; Noes, 72. (Division List, No. 196.) 
(Juestion proposed, “ That Clause 2, as amended, stand part of the Bill.” 
Mr. Edmund Robertson... ah ae ae ae sh os LOG 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
36 ' 
Clause 3 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 2, leave out lines 31 and 32, and insert, ‘If the Chairmen report 
in favour of.’”—(Mr. Parker Smith.) 
Question proposed, “ That lines 31 and 32 stand part of the clause.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. A. G. Murray... ... 1549 Mr. Caldwell 1549 
Mr, Cripps ae 00 LOAO Mr. J. P. Smith 1550 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
37 “In page 2, line 37, to leave out from ‘shall’ to ‘direct,’ in line 30.°— 
38 (Ur. Thomas Shaw.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. A. G. Murray .. 1550 Mr. Renshaw... 1552 
Mr. Edmund Robertson .... 1550 Sir H. Campbell- Dinara 1552 
Mr. A. G. Murray . 1551 Mr. A, G. Murray... ... 1553 
Mr. Caldwell 1551 Mr. Thomas Shaw wee LOOS 
Mr, Courtney 1551 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment proposed— 


ny ved 3, line 1, to leave out ‘ Commissioners,’ and insert, ‘a Joint Com- 
mittee of the two Houses of Parliament appointed by the Standing Joint Com- 
mittee.’ ’”’—Dr. Clark. 


(Question proposed, “ That the word ‘Commissioners’ stand part of the 
39 clause.” 
Discusslon— 


Mr, A. G. Murray . 1554 Sir Charles Cameron 1560 
Sir Charles Cameron 1556 Mr. Crombie... 1560 
Sir H., Campbell-Bannerman 1558 Mr. Dalziel (Kirkcaldy Burgh)... 1561 
Mr, Stuart-Wortley 1559 Mr. A. G. Murray ; 1561 
Sir Charles Cameron 1559 Captain Sinclair (Forfar) | 1562 


Mr. Crombie (Kircurdine- 
shire)... aa ... 1560 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 13, to leave out the words ‘a panel,’ and insert the word 
‘ panels’ instead thereof.”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 
Question proposed, “That the words ‘a panel’ stand part of the 
clause.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. A. G. Murray ... 1564 Mr. Caldwell... 6 ... 1566 
Mr. Dalziel on ... 1565 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 135 ; Noes, 48. (Division List, No. 197.) 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 3, line 18, to leave out from the first ‘The’ to ‘Scotland,’ in line 19, 
and insert, ‘Committee of Selection of either House.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 
Question proposed, ‘“ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Charles Cameron so. 1004 Mr. Thomas Shaw vs ... 1569 
Mr. A. G. Murray .-- 1568 Dr, Clark er was ... 1569 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
An Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 20, to leave out ‘shall,’ and insert ‘ may if they consider it 
necessary. ’”—(Sir Charles Cameron). 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘shall’ stand part of clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. A. G. Murray ... 1570 Dr. Clark ies me ..- 1570 
Sir Charles Cameron ... 1570 Mr. Caldwell ..- 1570 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 3, line 20, to leave out ‘25’ and insert ‘10.’”—(Sir H. Campbell- 
Bannerman.) 


Question proposed, “ That ‘25’ stand part of the clause.” 
DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. A. G. Murray ... 1571 Mr. A. G. Murray ee ... 1572 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 1571 


Question put and negatived. 
Question, “ That ‘20’ be there inserted,” put, and agreed to. 
An Amendment made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 3, line 22, to leave out the word ‘five,’ and insert the word ‘ two.’ ” 
—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘five’ stand part of the clause.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. J. P. Smith... aries 6 Mr. A. G. Murray 1573 

Sir John Leng (Dundee) 1573 Sir Charles Cameron 1574 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 149 ; Noes, 69. (Division List, No. 198.) 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 31, to leave out the words ‘Secretary for Scotland actin 
— 8 ae : z Soe ; ee 
jointly with the Chairmen,’ and insert the words, ‘Committees of Selection of 
the Houses of Lords and Commons respectively.’”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. A. G. Murray «+ 1576 Mr. Cripps a is ... 1578 
Mr, Thomas Shaw ... sae SNE Sir Charles Cameron... ... 1579 
Dr. Clark ... we sos LDEL Mr. Hedderwick... ne sas. LORD 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 1577 Sir Charles Dalrymple (Ipswich) 1580 
Mr. A. G. Murray ... 1578 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 157 ; Noes, 82. (Division List, No. 199.) 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 33, to leave out from ‘ Orders,’ to ‘ to act,’ in line 34, and 
insert, ‘ = three persons being Members of either House of Parliament, or 
persons whose names are on the panel.’ ”’—(Zhe Lord Advocate.) 

Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 





DISCUSSION 
Mr. Thomas Shaw ... . 1583 Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... ..» 1584 
Mr. A. G. Murray... sis -H0e 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 1583 
The First Lord of the Trea- 
sury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, 
Manchester, E.)... ... 1584 
Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 


“To leave out all the words after ‘ panel,’ in order to insert the words, ‘and 
in the event of the Chairman selecting the panel and their not appearing to 
serve on the panel.’”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted in the proposed 
Amendment.” 


Discussion— 
Mr. A. G. Murray .. 1585 Mr, A. J. Balfour “a ... 1586 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman 1585 


Amendment to the proposed Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Amendment again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :-— 
Sir Charles Cameron ... 1586 Mr. A. G. Murray ie ... 1586 


Amendment put, and agreed to. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 35, at end, to insert, ‘Any casual vacancy among the 
Commissioners or in the office of Chairman of the Commissioners caused by 
death, resignation, or disqualification, or inability to give attendance, such resig- 
nation or inability to give attendance, such resignation or inability to attend 
being certified by a writing under the Commissioner’s hand, addressed to the 
Secretary for Scotland, shall be filled up by the Secretary for Seotland by 
appointing a Member of either House or a member of the panel.’”—(7he Lord 
Advocate.) 


Question proposed —“ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Chas, Cameron Ss se ee Ae s ibe ... 1586 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 36, leave out Sub-section (2), and insert: ‘If it shall 
happen that all or any of the Commissioners so appointed are not Members of 
either House of Parliament, there shall be paid to such of the Commissioners as 
are not Members of either House of Parliament such remuneration for their 
services as the Treasury shall determine.’ ”—(7he Lord Advocate.) 
Agreed to. 
Amendment proposed— 
“To leave out Sub-section 3.°—Mr. J. P. Smith. 
Question proposed, “ That Sab-section 3 stand part of the clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Commd. Bethell (York, ER., Mr. Dillon 43 aa ... 1588 

Holderness) ae .» 1587 Mr. Cripps oe ae .»» 1588 
Mr, A. G. Murray... re |S Mr. Caldwell —... =e :.» 1588 
Mr. Dalziel ; ..- 1587 Mr. Dalziel is ee ... 1588 


Amendment agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 7, after ‘ Order,’ add providing that this will not disqualify 
Seottish Members of either House of Parliament from acting on Committes 
which deal with Orders which they have no local or personal interest.’ —J/>. 
(‘rombie.) 

Question Proposed, “That those words be there added.” 
Mr. Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) ... sais ss is sg ..- 1588 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 6 :-— 
Amendment proposed. 


“In page 4, line 10, after ‘place’ to insert ‘in Seotland.’ °—(Wr. Thomas 
Shai.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed Amendment— 
“« After the word ‘in’ to insert ‘the locality in.’ ”—(Wr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, ‘That those words be there inserted in the proposed 





Amendment.” 
Mr, A. G. Murray 
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Question put, and negatived. 
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Original Amendment put, and agreed to 
Other Amendments made. 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 7 :— 
Amendment proposed— 
“In page 4, line 31, to leave out all the words from the beginnin: of the 


clause, to the word ‘after,’ in line 32.”—(Mr. Thomas Shaw) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. A. G. Murray ... 1591 Dr, Clark we ey ..» 1593 
Dr. Clark re oie LOSZ Mr. Hobhouse (Somerset, E.) ... 1593 
Mr. Caldwell... .»- 1592 Mr. A. G. Murray re aaa. LODO 
Mr. Cripps oe wwe EBB Mr. Thomas Shaw és zie OS 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Repori to the 
House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


Baths and Washouses Acts Amendment Bill—Considered in Com- 
mittee ... me wee ote Tr ee se oe ois eee 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 1 :— 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again this day ... aah re ... 1596 


Regulation of Railways Bill—-Order for Second Reading read, and dis- 
charged ; Bill withdrawn ; es ae si = a 


Minitary Works (MonEy)—Committee to consider of authorising the issue, 
out of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums as may be required for the 
purpose of Military Works and Services (Queen’s Recommendation signi- 
fied), upon Wednesday.—(M/r. Vyndham) ae vee ves « 2S 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock, 
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~ Part I] SEVENTH VOLUME OF SESSION 1899. 

: os : : a = 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. BARTON-ON-SEA WATER BILL [Lords]. 
; 4 Read a second time, and committed. 

S Wednesday, 31st May 1899. 

5 GLASGOW CORPORATION (GAS AND 
; Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at Sains incase oaspenaa 

> Twelve of the Clock. Read a second time, and committed. 

a > “YT ro THC oO 

: PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. GLASGOW CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS, 
b 5. Fat &c.) BILL [Lords]. 
WOODHOUSE AND CONISBROUGH Read a second time, and committed. 

p  RAEWAT (ABANDONMENT) BULL. (TAVERPOOL OVERHEAD. RAILWAY 
: Lords amendment considered, and BILL [Lords]. 

s agreed to. Read a second time, and committed. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE STIPEN- 
DIARY JUSTICE BILL. 

+ Read the third time, and passed. 

>: BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES MID-KENT GAS BILL [Lords], 

4 RAILWAY BILL. Read a second time, and committed. 


LONDON HOSPITAL BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


. As amended, considered ; Amendments 


F made : Bill to be read the third time. OLDHAM CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
BOOTLE CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read | SOUTH HANTS WATER BILL [Lords], 
the third time, Read a second time, and committed, 
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3 Petitions. 


STOCKTON AND MIDDLESBROUGH 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


WATERFORD AND CENTRAL IRELAND 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Read a second time. 

Ordered, that the Bill be committed to 
the Committee on the Great Southern 
and Western, and Waterford, Limerick 
and Western Railway Companies Amalga- 
mation, and Great Southern and Western 
Railway Bills. 


Ordered, that the orders made on 14th 


March in respect of the Great Southern | 


and Western, and Waterford, Limerick, 
and Western Railway Companies Amalga- 
mation Bill, and the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Bill, be applicable to the 
Waterford and Central Ireland Railway 
Bill.—( Mr. Molloy.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (BORROW- 
STOUNNESS) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PETITIONS. 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT, 1872. 


Petition from Kidderminster, — for 
alteration of Law ; to lie upon the table. 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour ;—from Sheffield : 


—and Federation of School Boards of the | 
West Riding of the County of York ; to | 


lie upon the Table, 


{COMMONS} 


Petitions. 4 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (NEW BYE- 
LAWS) BILL. 

Petition from Federation of School 

| Boards of the West Riding of the County 

of York, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 
Petitions in favour ;—From Working- 
ton ; and, School Board for London ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against; to lie upon the 


Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour;— From Graig 
Gadbys ; Merthyr Tydvil ;—Tunnel Pit; 
—Cwmaman ;— Cwmbach ;—Plymouth ; 
| —Hill of Beath ; — Rosebank ;— Court 
| Herbert ; — Donibristle ; — Balgonie ; — 
| Wellwood ;— West Wemyss ;— Cannock 
Chase (four) ;—Hednesford (two) ;—Can- 
nock ;—Chase Terrace ;—Hazel Slade ;— 
| Chasetown ; Gentleshow;—Glynea;—Point 
| of Ayr ; — Hamilton ;—— Kenmuishill ;— 
| Kimberley ;—and, Bonyfloy Collieries ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





| PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
| BILL. 
Petitions in favour;—From Cambridge ; 
—and, Tettenhall; to lie upon the 
| Table. 


| SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
| Petitions in favour ;—From Brailes ;— 
| Silvertown ;— Leeds ;— Tidal — Basin ;— 
| Custom House ;—Honing ;—Lingdale ;— 
| Aldershot ; — Dartmouth ;— Paignton ;— 
| and, Torquay (four); to lie upon the 
| Table. 
| TELEGRAPHS (TELEPHONIC COM. 
MUNICATION, &e.) BILL. 
Petition from Liverpool, against ; to lie 
| upon the Table. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 TO 1898. 
| Petition from Wandsworth and 
| Clapham, for alteration of Law; to 


| lie upon the Table. 





\INLAND REVENUE (PROSECUTIONS 
UNDER GAME LAWS). 
Return [presented 19th May] to be 

printed, [No, 223,] 
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FEE GRANT (SCOTLAND). | way Extensions) Order 1898) [by Com- 
Return presented,—relative thereto | mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 
fordered 15th May; Mr Caldwell]; to | 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 224. ] 


or 


| GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

AE ane ee ee TRE pre, |, Copy presented,—of Report by the 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | aed Trade as to Simoni with the 
Copies presented, —of Diplomatic and | consents of the Sevenoaks Rural District 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. Council _and the Hildenborough Parish 
2272 to 2278 [by Command]; to lie | Council in the case of the Tonbridge Gas 
pon the Table. | Provisional Order [by Act]; to lie upon 
| the Table, and to be printed. [No. 225.] 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 | 
AND 1896. HARWICH HARBOUR. 


Copy presented,—of Order, dated 18th| Copy presented,—of Abstract of the 
May, 1899, No. 5944, revoking Order, | Accounts of the Receipts and Expenditure 
No. 5920, which prohibited the convey-| of the Harwich Harbour Conservancy 
ance of animals by the  steamship| Board from the time of their incorpora- 
“Hindustan ” {by Act]; to lie upon the | tion down to and inclusive of the 31st 
Table. | March, 1899, &c. [by Act]; to lie upon 

| the Table, and to be printed. [No. 226.] 
LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 


Copy presented,—of Order made by | 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and aarti as 
modified and confirmed by the Board of PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS 
Trade, authorising the construction of a (WHITSUNTIDE RECESS). 
Light Railway in the Isle of Sheppey and 
county of Kent, between Queenborough | 
Station and Leysdown (Sheppey Light! The following Papers, presented by 
Railway Order, 1898) [by Command]; to command of Her Majesty during the 
lie upon the Table. | Whitsuntide Recess, were delivered to 

the Librarian of the House of Commons 

|during the Recess, pursuant to the 

LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. Standing Order of the 14th August, 
1896 :— 


Copy presented,—of Order made by 
the Light Railway Commissioners, and 
modified and confirmed by the Board of | 
Trade, authorising the construction of 
Light Railways in the counties of Copies of Diplomatie and Consular 
Glamorgan and Brecon, between Vaynor, Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2265 to 
Dowlais, and Merthyr Tydfil (Merthyr | 2271, 

Tydfil Light Railway Order. 1899) {by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. | 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 


FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 


Copy of Seventeenth Annual Report, 
LIGHT RATLWAYS ACT, 1896. being for 1898, Part II. (Report on 
Salmon Fisheries). 
Copy presented, —of Order made by the j 
Light Railway Commissioners, and 
moditied and confirmed by the Board pagp inpra (EXAMINATIONS FOR 
of Trade, authorising the construction of THE CIVIL SERVICE) 
Light Railways in the County of Middle. 4 hey re 
sex from Uxbridge to Hanwell (London Copy of Regulations for Examinations 
United Tramways, Limited (Light Rail-, for the Civil Service of India, 


' Aa 
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LOCAL TAXATION (ROYAL COM- 
MISSION). 


Copy of Minutes of Evidence, Vol. III. 


WINE DUTIES. 
Copy of Correspondence with the 
Colonial Office respecting the increase 
in the Wine Duties. 


BRITISH SOUTH AFRICA COMPANY 
(BECHUANALAND RAILWAY). 


Copy of correspondence with Mr. C. J. 
Rhodes relating to the proposed exten- 
sion of the Bechuanaland Railway. 

Ordered, That the said Papers do lie 
upon the Table. 


PAPER LAID UPON THE TABLE BY 
THE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 


Inquiry into Charities (County of 
Flint),—Further Return relative thereto 
[ordered 5th May 1897; [Mr. Grant 
Lawson]; to be printed. [No. 227.] 





| 
| 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS. 


| 
Copy ordered, “of Memorandum | 
stating the nature of the proposals con- | 
tained in the Provisional Order included | 
in the Electric Lighting Provisional | 
Orders (No. 16) Bill.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) | 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie | 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | 
228.] | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS. | 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum | 
stating the nature of the proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Electric Lighting Provisional | 
Orders (No. 17) Bill.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 
| 
Copy presented accordingly; to lie | 
upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 229.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS. | 
Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat- | 


ing the nature of the Proposals contained | 
in the Provisional Orders included in the 


{COMMONS} 


id 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


(No. 18) Bill.” —(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 230.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 
Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum 


stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 19) Bill.”"—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
231.] 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
CLAUSE 1. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Stock- 
port): The first Amendment I have put 
down upon the Paper provides, if carried, 
that the operation of this Bill shall be post- 
poned until 1905. Iam not in any way 
wedded to that time, and if the hon. 
Member in charge of the Bill will accept 
my Amendment, the date may be made 
1903 instead of 1905. I shall be quite 
willing to accept the figures 1903, and 
not delay the Committee by moving the 
Amendment. It appears to me that the 
hon. Member is not willing, and there- 
fore it is my duty to proceed. My 
reasons for postponing the operation of 
the Bill are manifold. In the first place 
this Bill creates an entirely new state of 
affairs. New arrangements will have to 
be made throughout all the factories and 
workshops in almost every kind of em- 
ployment throughout the United King- 
om. Work that has been carried on 
without difficulty in the past will be 
temporarily disorganized, and the in- 
ternal economy of every business in 
which half-timers are employed at the 
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present time will have to be reconstructed. | ance to a very large number of people, 
I may point out with regard to Lanca-/| and it is not a matter that ought to be 
shire that the number of half-timers| passed through this House without very 
attached to factories and workshops is | full consideration. If the object is at- 
66,000, and out of that number 48 per | tained and this Bill is carried, and you 





cent. are employed in the cotton trade 
itself. It is perfectly true that the 
whole of those 31,000 are not half-timers 
between the ages of 11 and 12, but 
undeubtedly a considerable proportion of 
them are. If they are all withdrawn at 
one fell swoop by a wave of the 
magic wand of the hon. Gentleman 
who brings in this Bill, great difficulty 
will ensue. Take, for instance, rink 
spinning, for in that class of work 
there are a large number of small half- 
timers, whose business it is to put the 
empty bobbins on the spindles and re- 
move them when filled. Their little 
fingers are best adapted for this work, 
and if those children are suddenly with- 
drawn it will be some time before the 
trade is enabled to adapt itself to the new 
position of affairs. This is a time when 
it is absolutely necessary that steps 
should be taken by all those of us who 
own mills to meet this difficulty, and 


adapt ourselves to the new change which | 


is about to take place. Take, again, the 
loom weavers, more particularly where 
the looms are of narrow carriage. All 


those employ two half-timers, one in the | 


morning and one in the afternoon, and 
without the assistance of those half-timers 
that work will be seriously impeded. If 
the half-timer is under 12 years of age, 
you are going to prevent him carrying on 
his work in the way in which he is accus- 
tomed to deal with it, and so earn the 
wage he has hitherto earned. The fullest 
consideration should be given by the 
Committee to this question. Of course 
honourable Members who do not come 
from the counties where this work is 
carried on naturally do not see the im- 
portance which we attach to this question ; 
but the result of this change will be to 
strain the cotton industry, and, that being 
so, it ought to be done in a gradual 
manner. There is no necessity to hurry. 
It is not so many years, in the recollec- 
tion of most Members of this House, since 
the age of half-timers was raised from 10 
toll. There is no doubt that some time 
is required to adapt ourselves to this 
change, and what I press upon the House 
is that we should have a few years given 
to us to do so. It is a far-reaching 
matter and a question of grave import- 


‘ultimately raise the age of half-timers, I 
| am entitled to argue that a system which 
| has grown up amongst us in the factories, 
| will not, if it is allowed to exist a few 
| years longer, work that untold measure 
| of harm that is suggested. The question 
| whether the half-time system is injurious 
| is a matter that we shall be able to deal 
| with afterwards, but, even if it were 
| injurious and detrimental to the health 
'and education of the children, it is a 
|system that has, at any rate, lasted so 
‘long that it is not necessary in making 
this change that it should be hurried. 
|I therefore, in moving my Amendment 
‘that this Bill shall not come into opera- 
tion until 1905, am only asking for an 
extension of time in order that we may 
| be enabled to meet the difficulties, and 
'carry on our business with the least 
| possible dislocation owing to the changes 
| that this Bill will create. 


Amendment proposed : On page 1, line 6, 
| after the word “ hundred,” to insert the 
| words “and tive ”—(Mr. George Whiteley). 


| Question proposed: “That the words 





| and five’ be there inserted.” 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): I have 
/an amendment on somewhat similar lines 
'to that which has been moved by the 
‘hon. Member for Stockport, and as 
/it is possible that I may not have an 
| opportunity of moving it I would like to 
'say a few words upon this. In putting 
down my amendment I had not in my 
mind quite those considerations on which 
'my hon. friend has supported his 
amendment. I had not so much in 
'my mind the special difficulties that might 
| arise in carrying on satisfactorily the Lan- 
cashire industries. What I wished to do 
was to give the Education Department a 
little more time to accommodate itself to 
‘this change which is suggested. No 
‘doubt there are a great many in this 
House who look upon the half-time sys- 
tem as one which ought to be ter- 
minated ; but I think it is, or may 
be made, a good system. The ten- 
‘dency of education at the present time 
|is totally to dissociate education from 
_ the work the children will have to do in 
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after life. 
their standards and left their schools 
they in a few years forget nearly every- 
thing which they have learned. If we 
could maintain some association between 
education and the work which the chil- 
dren will have to perform later in life we 
shall have done something to interest them 
in education whilst they are beginning to 
learn the business which they have to 
follow. Now, it appears to me that this 
disassociation between the future work 
and the education which the children are 
receiving is a serious reproach to the Edu- 
cation Department. If this Bill is passed 
the Education Department ought to have 
ample time to infuse a more practical 
spirit into its educational system. If you 
go beyond the fundamental rules of read- 
ing, writing, and arithmetic you at once 
get into a region where in the majority 
of cases what is taught is of no practical 
benefit to the children. If the half-time 
system is carried on properly it does con- 
join the work which the children have to 
perform in after life with the education 
they are pursuing at the same time. If we 
are to abolish the system then we must 
adapt ourselves to the changed circum- 
stances that must ensue, and in order to 
give time to the Educational Department 
to infuse a more practical spirit into 
elementary education I shall support the 
amendment of my hon. friend. 


*Sm F. 8. POWELL (Wigan): I have 
taken the greatest interest in this sub- 
ject from my earliest years. As a clergy- 
man’s son I passed much of my youth in 
the neighbourhood of factories, and I in 
my later years find myself in much the 
same position. I sympathise with these 
people, and I desire to promote their 
prosperity. I cannot help contrasting 
the position of our factory hands with 
the position of those engaged in similar 
industries abroad. I do not want my 
argument to refer to foreign competition, 
which may be pressed too far, but what } 
do desire to see is the advancement of 
our own workpeople. What I see when 
I am abroad, sometimes in manufacturing 
towns, sometimes in the cantons of 
Switzerland, and sometimes on _ the 
breezy uplands of the Black Forest, is 
crowds of children flocking to school, and 
I want to know what the children here 
have done that they are not to have the 
same advantages. What have the parents 
of these children done that they are not 


Mr. Tomlinson. 


{COMMONS} 
When children have passed | 
| British 
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to have the same advantages as the 
parents on the Continent ? What has the 
nation done that we are not 
to have the same advantages as other 
nations? I find in the Education 
Report issued last year, the most valu- 
able document of its kind that we have, 
that in Switzerland such great importance 
is attached to education that the legisla- 
tion of the country will not allow any 
child to go into the factory until he is 
14 years of age. The comparison is 
steadily against our people. It will 
injure our production 


*THoeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must remember that 
the general question is not now under 
discussion. The question is whether the 
3ill shall come into operation next year 
or five years hence. 


*Sir F. 8S. POWELL: My hon. friend 
in moving his Amendment said the 
present condition of affairs has lasted so 
long that this matter need not be hurried, 
I say that it has lasted far too long. 
Thirty years of recorded time has gone 
by since the age of the half-timer had 
reached 10. Surely the time has now 
come to move forward a step, and I hope 
we shall take the step firmly, surely, and 
speedily. As a Lancashire Member | 
desire to say that one Lancashire Member 
at least does desire to advance education, 
and he does not desire to hear, on this 
oceasion, what he heard so much of when 
the Education Bill of 1897 was passed, 
that Lancashire was behind, was in 
arrear, and was retarding progress, those 
remarks ought not to be made withovt 
justice, and I do not desire to hear them 
made at all. 


CoLonEL PILKINGTON (Lancashire, 
Newton): If you compare the working 
classes on the uplands of the Black 
Forest or those of Switzerland with those 
of this country, you will also find that 
the Members of Parliament here are 
representing the best interests of the 
working classes of Lancashire. The 
reason why they urge as strongly as they 
do that every consideration that it 1s 
possible to give should be given to this 
matter, is because they are not only 
pleading the cause of the manufacturers 
but they are also pleading the canse of 
the children. In the industries that 
have been alluded to there is a career for 
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the whole life of the operative, boy and | 


man, and the question is when the child | | 


should put his step upon the first rung | 
of the ladder, and it is, in our opinion, a 
question which deserves most careful 
attention. The point which I wish to 


urge is that the time given by this Bill is | 
There is no doubt a, 
great deal of work that will have to be | 


much too short. 


done, and there will have to be a great | 
deal of trouble taken in reorganising the | 
plan upon which these industries are | 
carried on. It is all very well for people | 
not engaged in trade, who are not under 
the stress and Cifficulties of trade, to | 
deal with this question in a philanthropic 
way, but those who are engaged in those | 
industries are face to face with the | 


difficulty, and as I think know best what | 


is best for the industry where this diffi- 
culty centres. Everybody in this House 
must know perfectly well that this 


system has been working for many years. | 


You will interfere with the organisation 
of business, which will be very much 
disorganised, and everybody will agree 
with me that the utmost time and con- | 


sideration ought to be given to the | 
change which is going to be made. From | 
AY 


Aseroft, Robert Leese, Sir Jos. 
Cross, Herb. S. (Bolton) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Kemp, George 


{31 May 1899} 


Maden, John Henry 
Pilkington, Richard Mr. 
Rutherford, John 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und’-L.) | 
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the centres of industry no agitation has 
come at all for the change that is 
suggested ; the agitation has come from 
‘the “elementary teachers encouraged by 
the Vice-President of the Education 
Council, and there are a great many 
people in Lancashire who do not believe 
in it. I venture to ask both sides of this 
House with all respect to consider very 
carefully the great interests they now 
| propose to touch, and to touch very 
closely. Home Rulers surely have some 
principle of Home Rule which they apply 
to places other than Ireland ; surely 
|Home Rule should be conceded to 
Lancashire, which is deeply interested in 
| this question of training up the children. 
These industries are keeping the country 
going, and supplying it with the sinews 
|of war, and if this change is suddenly 
| made you will hamper and destroy them. 
| In conclusion, I ask that the extension of 
time which is asked for by the Amend- 
/ment may be granted, and unless it is I 
'can only assure the House that these 
industries will be greatly and dangerously 


| 
| 


| disorganised. 


The Committee divided : —Ayes, 10; 
Noes, 163—(Division List No. 160). 


ES. 


F. (Accrington) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—- 
George Whiteley and 
Mr. Tomlinson. 


NOES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, W.(Newe.-und’r-Lyme) 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. H. 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baker, Sir John 

Banes, Major George Edward 
Bethell, Commander 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Charles (Glas.) 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 


Causton, 


Clark, Dr.G.B. 


Colville, John 


Crombie, John 


Dilke, 


Ferguson, R. C. 


Flower, Ernest 





tichard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick . 
Channing, Francis Allston 


Clough, Walter Owen 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Dalrymple, Sir 
tt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 
Drage, Geottrey 

Duckworth, James 

Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Edwards, Owen Morgan 
Engledew, Charles John 
Evans, Sir Francis H. (S'ton) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

God lard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred’ck 
| Gold, Charles 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 


(Caithness-sh. ) | 


Corbett, A. Cameron (GI’sg’w) | Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stan. W. | 


Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griflith, Ellis J. 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
| Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
| Hazeli, Walter 
| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
| Helder, Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


William 
Charles 


Munro (Leith) | 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Hobhouse, Henry 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penr’se- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 


Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 
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Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 


Moss, Samuel 


Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Nussey, Thomas Willans 
| O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, WV.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 

Lawrence,Sir E. Durn’g- (Cor. ) 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) | 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Logan, John William 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 


Oldroyd, Mark 


Purvis, Robert 
| Pym, C. Guy 
| Randell, David 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: I now 
beg to move to substitute for the word 
“twelve” the words “eleven years and 
six months.” The Bill proposes to raise 
the age to 12. There is always a time 
in the age of a child when it is able to 


become a half-timer after the age has | 


elapsed. If you fix 11 years and 6 
months, practically the age of 12 will 
be arrived at, and your object will be 
attained. But the child will be com- 


petent to the work before reaching the | 
'a clause in your Bill that the age should 


age. There is nothing magical about 
the word twelve. One often hears an 
expression of the opinion that we were 


pledged by our representative at the | 
will make the Bill a good deal more 


Berlin Conference to raise the age of 
half-timers to 12, and the argument that 
has been put forward since is that, 
whether we are in favour of it or not, 
the pledge having been given we ought 
to act up to it with honour. But, in the 
first place, was any pledge given at the 
Conference in favour of raising the age 


of half-timers, and, if so, by whom was it | 


given? Was it given by the Minister of 
Did he act as the direct representative of 
the British Ministry, and was he in- 
structed by the Government to agree? If 
he was, the question arises as to whether 
any Government or Minister generally of 
this country has the right in any shape or 
form to make such a pledge. I think no 


{COMMONS} 


l Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
| Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 

Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J.(Montrose) 


| O'Malley, William 

| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 

Palmer, George W. (Reading) | Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Paulton, James Mellor 

| Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 

| Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 

| Pirie, Dunean V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) | 


Education, and, if so, in what capacity ? | 
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Shaw, Charles Ed. (Stafford) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 


| Soames, Arthur Wellesley 

| Spicer, Albert 

| Steadman, William Charles 

| Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J. G. (Oxf. U.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 


Warner, Thomas C. T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, Charles H. (Hull) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Woodhall, William 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T. (H’dsfld.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wylie, Alexander 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry ‘ 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— Mr. 
Robson and Mr. Kenyon. 


‘let us have a fair field and no favour. If 
|you fix 12 years of age as the time, it 


means really 12 years and some months, 
and the child is able to work full time at 


| the age of 13, so that fixing the age at 


12 will result in doing away with half- 
timers altogether. If that is what you 
are trying to do, why do you not have the 


| courage of your opinion and put a clause 


into the Billi to that effect, and not try to 
do it indirectly by a side-wind. Give us 
11 years and six months now, and _ insert 


advance automatically, so that in a few 
years you will have the age that you put 
down here. I think if you do that you 


palatable. 

Amendment proposed: In page 1, line 7, 
to leave out the word “twelve,” and 
insert the words “eleven years and six 
months ”—(Mr. George Whiteley). 


Question proposed: “That the word 
‘twelve’ stand part of the Clause.” 


Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire): I 
object to the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for Stockport. I have given 
notice of an Amendment that the age 


| shall be raised to 13, but owing to informa- 


| 


tion I have received from the Education 
Department, which leads me to believe 
that it is not practicable, I have decided 


such pledge was given, and all I say is, | to withdraw that Amendment. The 
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reason for my objection is that raising 
the age will conduce to the physical 
and educational advantage of the chil- 
dren. The only practical difference 
of opinion between the supporters and 
oppouents of this Bill is as to whether 
the country can afford this or not. 
The question is not very great. The 
great economical factor is the saving 
of time and labour by machinery and 
scientific combination. This country has 


taken the lead in industrial pursuits, | 


and so great has been our combination 
of these advantages that it is calculated 
that the labour of six English 
workmen is equal to that of 24 
Germans or French, 32 Austrians, 50 
Spaniards, 75 Italians, or 82 Portuguese ; 
and the accumulated wealth and wages 
in this country are proportionately 
greater. Under these circumstances, who 
shall venture to say that the country 
cannot afford to give its children proper 
education, or that it should lag behind 
other Continental Powers? In no country 


in the world so much as in England has | 
taken of | 


so great advantage been 
labour saving appliances, and no country 


is better able to afford a proper education | 


for her children. I have come into close 


contact not only with the hon. Members | 


of this House who represent Lancashire, 
but also with the employers and the 
operatives of the country. 
highest opinion of their intelligence, and 


there is a very great deal in what they | 
say. Itis this: ‘‘ What Lancashire thinks | 


to-day England thinks to-morrow.” No 
Scotch Member has taken part in the 
Debate on the second reading, with 
the exception of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Fife, 


and my excuse for intervening now, | 


if excuse be needed, must be the 
effect which this Bill will have upon the 
Scotch Bill of a similar character which 
has yet to come before the House. 


Scotch Members showed their opinion | 
very forcibly in the division on the | 
second reading of the Bill, when 44 of | 


them voted for it and only three against 
it. I think it is a sound policy to give 
children a good elementary education 
such as they could receive by staying at 
school till the age of 12 or 13. If the 
age limit were raised to 12 it would, I 
believe, remove the stigma which attaches 
to this country of not having fulfilled the 
engagement we entered into at the 
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remove the reproach that though we are 
the wealthiest nation in the world we lag 
behind many of our poorer neighbours, 
and it would diminish the number of the 
ignorant, depraved, and feeble in this 
country. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): Those 
of us who are Scotchmen as well as 
those who are Scotch Members will 
welcome the remarks of the hon. Member 
who has just sat down. There are one 
or two matters which I do not think have 
been dwelt upon with sufficient force in 
this House with regard to the raising of 
the age. What is the industrial position 
at the present moment? In England 
you have total or partial exemption at 
11, but a child is not allowed to be 
employed in a factory until it is 13. 
The result of this is, that you have a 
| gap which my honourable friend the 
| Member for South Shields is endeavouring 
to diminish by one year, but even if this 
Bill passes into law, that gap would still 
remain. The remarks made by the Vice 
President of the Council on the subject 
not very long ago must be still fresh in 
the memory of the House. But I do not 
wish to dwell upon the details which he 
gave on that occasion; I wish rather to 
|remind honourable Members of what the 
| condition of affairs is. In Scotland we 
are even worse off than the people are in 
|England, because the age at which a 
child is exempt from school attendance 
is 10 instead of 11. I am aware that my 
honourable friend the Member for Forfar- 
shire has a Bill which seeks to raise the 
age from 10 to 11, but even if that Bill 
passes, and this Bill passes, you will have 
an unequal state of things. I think it is 
of the utmost importance that we should 
in future, even if we cannot at the pre- 
sent moment, endeavour to bridge over 
'a hiatus which I venture to say does 
more harm than any want in the legisla- 
tion of this country. 


* Mr. TOMLINSON: I think that 
it is the greatest misfortune that there 
should be a gap between the time when a 
child leaves school and the time when he 
begins some occupation, One of the 
worst results of that system is that chil- 
dren take up desultory employment 
instead of applying themselves to some 
| kind of regular occupation. The object 
_of the amendment is not to prevent that 


Berlin Conference ; it would partially | system from being put an end to, but to 
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preserve the half-time system which 
bridges over the gap. The great advan- 
tage of the half-time system is that it 
enables children to begin to learn to work 
while their education is still going on. 
It is because I think that this Bill will 
tend te break down the half-time system 
that I desire to support the amendment. 


Viscount CRANBORNE (Rochester) : 
There is no question that a great deal of 
money is wasted on education, because 
education does not go on long enough. 
If there is to be any progress in that 
direction, the only chance you have to 
make it is by combining education with 
industry. The essential idea of the 
Evening Continuation School system is 
that you carry on education even when a 
child has begun to work. Whether, in 
detail, the half-time system is right or 
wrong, it is a step in the right direction. 
It may be, as the House thought on the 
Second Reading of this Bill, that the age 
is too low now, but the principle is right, 
and the only principle upon whick pro- 
gress is possible is the combination of the 
two elements of child-life—education and 
industry. The only chance you have of 
progress in education is to permit parents 
to allow their children to work during a 
part of their education. The question 
then arises as to whether you have the 
right to limit the power of parents to 
determine whether their children shall be 
employed or not. You have that right if 
you can show that it is bad for the 
children, but no inquiry has yet been 
made, and, until an inquiry has been 
made, and it has been proved that it is 
injurious to the children, the wishes of 
the parents ought to be respected. I 
deny the contention that, as a general 
rule, the parents are anxious to oppress 
their children. The parents may _ be 
wrong in their views as to what is best 
for their children ; but in the vast major- 
ity of cases they have the interests and 
advancement of their children at heart. 
Therefore, before any alteration is made 
in the half-time system, it should be 
established that it is bad for the children 
educationally and physically. I do not 
believe that it is bad for the children 
physically. Those great factories in 
which children work are carefully looked 
after from the sanitary point of view ; 
the strain on the children at work is not 
so great as the strain on the children at 
school, and I am of opinion that the 


Mr. Tomlinson. 
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in the school is more 
likely to injure their health than the 
physical strain at work. It has not been 
proved that the half-time system is bad 
from the point of view of education. 
Therefore, though I hope my hon. Friend 
will withdraw the Amendment, I shall 
feel bound to support him if he goes toa 
division. 


Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birminghan, 
N.): I think the noble Lord is certainly 
inaccurate in one of his remarks. What 
we maintain in connection with this Bill 
is that those who are now parents 
have themselves been brought up under 
a bad system, and under a far worse 
system than their children. I would 
remind the Committee that at the Berlin 
Conference we were definitely pledged 
to do the very thing that this Bill 
proposes to do, and I should have thonght 
after that fact there was _ nothing 
further to be said in the matter. But 
whether the Bill is passed by the present 
Government or not, it will be passed by 
the succeeding Government. We cannot 
fight against time in this matter. The 
noble Lord has spoken about the health 
of the children. I believe that all 
medical opinion right through the country 
is dead against the half-time system. 
Moreover, there is not a medical man in 
this House who does not oppose it. One 
medical authority has said that every 
month the children are taken from the 
workshop and placed in the school would 
be a distinct gain to their health. Par- 
liament has no more sacred charge 
committed to it than the charge of the 
child life of this country, and if it now 
determines to save 50,000 children from 
the dangers of the workshop, it will do 
one of the best strokes of business it has 
ever done. If the Bill passes through 
Committee to-day, the 31st of May will 
be a red letter day in the Parliamentary 
calendar. 


* CoLoNEL MELLOR (Lancashire, Rad- 
cliffe): I desire to endorse the remarks 
of the noble Lord the Member for 
Rochester. With regard to the Amend- 
ment itself, | think it would have been 
as well if my hon. friend the Member 
for Stockport would not press it to a 
division, but holding the views I do 
on the half-time question, I shall feel 
bound to support it if he does. The 
constant assertion has been indulged in 
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by the Press, and by people outside, and on 


public platforms, that the condition of life | 
of the half-timers of Lancashire is one | 


which is directly inimical to their health. 
As one who has had perhaps a greater 
experience on the subject than any other 
Member of the House, I wish to say that 
the objections which formerly undoubt- 
edly existed in the mills to half-time 
labour have to a large extent ceased, and 
if children must work at all at the age of 
11, 12, or 13 years in-doors, there is no em- 
ployment in this country where they 
work under better or more healthy con- 
ditions than in the modern cotton mills 
of Lancashire. I have taken the liberty 
of sending to members copies of a few 
photographs. One is a group of 12 half- 
timers, and the other is a group of over- 
lookers numbering 27, in a mill in my 
constituency. I have in every case given 
in the height, weight, chest measurement, 
and periods of sickness of the children 
and the men, and I undertake to say that 
in no condition or class of life or labour 
could you find other children or men who 
have passed through the half-time period 
with less injury than they have. Of the 
27 men 20 of them have had no sickness 
that they can remember, and they began 
to work, not at the age of 11 years, but 
at 9. I mention this to disabuse mem- 
bers of the idea that half-time labour is 
as injurious as it has been represented. 
I was not present at the debate on the 
second reading of the Bill, but I read the 
speech of the honourable Member for the 
Middleton Division (Mr. Duckworth). 
The honourable Member was once a half- 
time worker, and the position to which 
he has now reached is one that reflects 
upon him the highest credit. The physique 
of the honourable Member is a splendid 
testimony of the healthiness of the half- 
time system and to the value of the com- 


bination of education with industrial 
training. 
* Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 


8.): I desire to say only one or two words 
upon the remarks made by the noble 
Lord, who has raised, in very moderate 
and able terms, an important question of 
principle. I quite agree that if you can 
combine industrial training with general 
education it is most desirable to do so, 
and hence our advocacy at all times of 
continuation schools ; but the question of 
age goes to the very root of this matter. 
If you remove a child from school at too | 


j 


{31 May 1899} 


Children Bill. 29 


(early an age, you cannot possibly ever 
recover the time, and waste must ensue. 
On this point I agree with the noble Lord 
in saying that if we can show that by 
such removal or exemption you injure 
the education of the child itself, then the 
arguments in favour of this Bill are 
irresistible. I have had a_ large 
amount of experience among Yorkshire 
and Lancashire institutions in relation to 
technical, commercial, and secondary 
training, and I say that the one great and 
universal regret in connection with these 
institutions is that the want of primary 
education renders it very difficult to 
inculeate technical and commercial in- 
struction. It is the want of general 
information that is felt, and, there- 
fore, if you lessen the education given 
in earlier years, you prevent that 
technical instruction, which is of such 
paramount importance to this country. 
I heard my honourable Friend the 
Member for Stockport say something 
about our being pledged to Germany and 
to other countries at the Berlin Con- 
ference. It is not a question of being 
pledged, it is a question of what is to the 
interest of our own country; and I 
think anyone who has studied the course 
of commercial competition in these days 
must know that it is largely the educa- 
tional advantage held by Germany which 
has given her the commercial and 
industrial position she holds to-day. 
In Germany primary education was com- 
menced with the century under her great 
Minister Stein ; it was commented in this 
country as a State system only a quarter of 
a century ago ; and that is the cause to a 
large extent of the comparative position 
we occupy to-day. What other countries 
have given to their children should also 
be given to the children of this country, 
for the sake both of themselves individu- 
ally, and of the nation as a whole. 


CoLoneL PILKINGTON: Representing 
one of the Lancashire divisions, I feel 
that this is a most important question. 
Feeling strongly as I do that to raise the 
age from 11 at all is a mistake, I shall 
certainly support the Amendment of my 
hon. friend the Member for Stockport. 
We are in many cases fighting for an 
industry, and fighting for the people of 
Lancashire ; and therefore I shall cer- 
tainly follow him into the Lobby. I 
have listened with very great attention 
to the speech of the noble lord, and it 
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seems to me that we are deciding this 
question on very imperfect information as 
to health or as to anything else. If we 
draw the string too tight, we shall have 
nothing like evasion of the Act by the 
large manufacturers, but there will pro 
bably be evasions in hundreds of thousands 
of cases in which it will be very difficult 


to note what is being done by a child | 


under 12 years of age. For these reasons 
I advocate that the age should be increased 
at the present time merely to 114 years. 


* Sir A. HICKMAN (Wolverhampton, 
W.): It appears to me that this Bill 
would not be complete without a provision 
for finding food for those children who 


are prevented from earning their own | 


livelihood or from assisting their parents 
in the amount of wages earned. 


Mr. J. WILSON (Durham, Mid.) : 
Give their fathers more wages. 


* Sir A. HICKMAN: A very good 


suggestion, no doubt, but perhaps the hon. | 


Member will point out how that can be 
done. 


Mr. J. WILSON (Durham, Mid.): I 
will do so in amoment if the hon. Member 
will allow me. 


*Sir A. HICKMAN: The hon. Member 
can do so when I sit down. Something 
has been said about technical education, 
but the great defect in technical educa- 
tion is that it is not of a_ practical 
character. But these children who are 
half-timers are receiving what I consider 
to be certainly the most practical technical 
education, for they are actually learning 
the work which is to fit them afterwards 
to earn their own livelihood. The 
returns show that only about one child 


in 300 leaves school at the age of 12, so | 
that it is not a very crying evil, and this | 


probably — of 


small percentage consists 
whom com- 


the very children upon 
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| pulsory attendance would press most 
| hardly. Surely in this matter it is better 
| to go by degrees, and not to move in 
| advance of public opinion. The Amend- 
‘ment offers the promoters a fair com- 
promise, and that being so I think they 
ought to accept it. 


Mr. ARNOLD (Halifax): Before the 
Comraittee proveed to the division, I 
should like to say a word on behalf of 
| the parents. They resent that a hard 
| and tast line should be drawn, and that 
_ they should be left without any discretion 
‘at all. The bulk of the parents are 
opposed to strict legislation on the 
; point. 


| Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : Will the 
Vice-President inform the Committee 
whether this country is or is not pledged 
|in any way whatever as a result of what 
| was done by the Berlin Conference ? 


| THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
‘COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on 
| EDUCATION (Sir Jonn Gorst): The 
| British Government pledged _ itself, 

amongst the other Governments of Europe, 
| that it was desirable that the minimum 
/age for working in factories and work- 
| shops should be 12. 


| *Mr. TOMLINSON: I would ask the 
| right hon.Gentleman how it has happened, 
‘then, that no Government has thought it 
its duty to take steps to redeem that 
pledge ! 

Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : I would 
point out to the Committee that that is 
no pledge whatever. It is merely an 

expression of opinion. 
| 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 177; 
Noes, 18—(Division List No. 161). 
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| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Robson and Mr. 
Kenyon. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-L. ) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. George Whiteley and 
Mr. Pilkington. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON: I wish to move! seems to me quite alien to English habits 
as an Amendment, to insert after the | to adapt the same cast iron system of 
word “shall” in line seven the words administration to all parts, instead of 
“except where any bye-laws under the | easing the burden wherever possible. I 
Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to} would only propose to give latitude 
1897, shall from time to time other-| within certain reasonable limits, but I 


wise provide.” 


The object is to give| hold that the very fact that the local 


some latitude to the local authorities in | authorities have the power of modifying 


applying the proyisions of the Bill. It the application of the Bill would act in 
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the direction of developing their energies | 
in carrying out these duties. I do not | 
think it is an unreasonable thing to allow 
these bodies the latitude I suggest. 


Amendment proposed: In Clause 1, | 
page 1, line 6, after “shall,” to insert 
“except where any bye-laws under the | 
Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 1897, 
shall from time to time otherwise pro- 
vide.” —(Mr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed : ‘‘ That those words | 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, N.): This is | 
a proposal to give local authorities a 
certain option. Honourable Members 
opposite are very fond of local option, 
and I, for one, do not see why the 
authorities who represent the parents 
should not have the power of altering the 
school age in order to meet the require- | 
ments of particular districts. It cannot | 
be said that children engaged in agricul- | 
tural work are following an unhealthy 
occupation. On the contrary, the work 
is healthy, and therefore if the local 
authorities have the power of judging: 
what is best for them with regard to age, | 
no harm can be done. I think it would 
be rather unwise not to accept the amend- 
ment. It is frequently the case that 
parents summoned before local magis- 
trates for not sending their children to | 
school are let off very lightly, and, indeed, | 
they willingly pay the fine because they 
know the children’s earnings much more 
than cover it. 


*Sirn F. 8S. POWELL: One of the 
greatest obstacles to educational progress 
in this country is the extremely low 
standard mentioned in the bye-laws, and 
I have noticed some very emphatic words 
in educational inspectors’ reports upon 
this subject. I very much regret that this 
proposal has been made, as [ certainly 
fear, that if this discretion is given to 
local authorities, it will have a tendency 
to destroy the effects of the Bill. 


Mr. ROBSON (South Shields): It is 
impossible for me to accept the Amend- 
Its object, as I understand, 
is to enable local educational authori- 
ties to lower the standard set up by 
Parliament. That is rather opposed 
to the current of all our legislation on 
this subject, for our efforts have hitherto 
been directed to induce the local autho- | 


Mr, Tomlinson, 


ment. 
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| that appointed by the Act. 


existing, bye-laws. 
| all with education, but I do not think it 





rities to come up to that standard. [| 
doubt very much if any local authorities 
will avail themselves of the Amendment 
if carried, in order to fix an age below 
Does the 
hon. Member think he will achieve his 
object by his Amendment? I think I can 
show him good reasons for not pressing it 
to a division. The words of the Amend- 
ment are that the Act shall apply except 
where any bye-law under the Elemen- 
tary Education Acts, 1870—1897, shall 
otherwise provide. Has the hon. Mem- 
ber tried the experiment of reading the 
whole of the clauses, so as to get at the 
meaning of these words? If he does, 
he will find there are already bye- 
laws under the Education Acts, made 
upon the basis of 11 as the minimum age 
for leaving school. Under this Act 12 
will be made the minimum school age, 
and therefore, in future, if the Amend- 
ment is accepted, 12 would be the mini- 
mum age, except in cases where the exist- 
ing bye-laws say it shall be 11. That is 
a very fair point for consideration, and | 
would respectfully suggest to the hon. 
Member that it would be well for him at 
any rate to defer his proposal until the 
Report stage. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I should like to ask the hon. Gentleman 
opposite whether he has correctly read 
the Amendment. It seems to me that 
it provides for future, rather than for 
Our sympathies are 


is wise to lay down too hard and fast a 
rule. I would give local option to the 
authorities, and I therefore heartily sup- 
port the Amendment. 


Sir J. GORST: Perhaps I may be 
allowed to say that under the existing 
Edueation Acts, the local authorities have 
no power to make any bye-laws fixing 
an age standard. All they can do is to 
fix an edueational standard, and there- 
fore, in my opinion, the Amendment, if 
carried, would be quite inoperative. The 
hon. Member had better postpone it till 
later. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON: I do not follow 
the right hon. Gentleman in that. If we 
empower the local authorities to make 
these bye-laws it surely would be possible, 
the principle having been once accepted, 
to provide words making it operative 
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Ido not think the objection of my hon. | 
Friend the Member for Wigan really | 
applies to my Amendment; as he really 
objects to allowing local authorities to 
permit children to leave school before 
they have passed a certain standard. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Surely this 
is an unheard of proposal. If passed it 
would have the effect of virtually abro- 
gating the provisions of the Bill. There 
would, practically, be no national age 
standard at all. I hope the Committee will 
not depart from the principles which at 
present govern our educational policy 
by fixing the age limit in Parliament, 
and giving this discretion to local authori- 
ties; and I therefore trust that the 
Amendment will be strenuously opposed. 


CapTAIN PRETY MAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): I, too, hope that the Amend- 
ment will not be pressed. It is putting 
too great a strain on many of us, to ask 
us to vote for it. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON : I do not propose 
to press the Amendment to a division, 
and will therefore ask leave to withdraw 
it. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. ROBSON : I beg now to move to 
add the following words at the end of the 
clause : 


“Provided also that the local authority for 
any rural district may, by by-law for any 
parish within their district, fix 18 years as the 
minimum age for exemption from school 
attendance in the ease of children to be em- 
ployed in agriculture, and that in such parish 
such children over 11 and under 15 years of 
age who have passed the standard fixed for 
partial exemption from school attendance by 
the by-laws of the local authority shall not be 
required to attend school more than 250 times 
in any year. Such by-law shall have effect as 
a by-law made under Section 74 of the Ele- 
mentary Education Act, 1870, and all Acts 
amending the same. The local authority shall 
he the loeal authority fixed by Section 7 of the 
Elementary Edueation Act, 1876.” 


The object of this Amendment is to 
secure that in agricultural districts the 
children shall give two winters to school, 
instead of one winter and one summer. 
It empowers the local authority to extend 
the school age from 12 to 13, The 
Amendment is entirely optional, and it is 
open to the rural districts, if they are so 
flisposed, to ignore it altogether, I hope | 
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that they will not, and on the contrary I 
think that they will act upon it. It is 
an attempt to apply the principle of 
summer work and winter schooling which 
prevails in Germany and Switzerland. 
The high school age, which obtains in 
those countries under this system, is not 
merely acceptable, but it is popular, and 
those countries would never have reached 
their present educational supremacy but 
for the principle which I propose to 
embody in this Amendment. I know 
that some of my hon. friends have 
supposed that in putting this Amendment 
forward, I am making a concession to 
the agricultural interest at the cost 
of the principle of the Bill. But I 
venture to think that those who have 
studied it will entertain a different view. 
It does not at all contract the operation 
of the Bill, nor is this the first time on 
which the principle has been raised in 
connection with it. There are those who 
have devoted years to the advocacy of 
some change of this sort, and their reason 
for doing so is that they have observed 
the great difficulty of enforcing the 
present compulsory system in rural dis- 
tricts. Had I brought forward this Bill 
without seeking, in some practical way, 
to deal with this difficulty, I should have 
been much to blame. Hon. Members 
have, perhaps, scarcely realised the serious 
degree to which our compulsory system 
has failed in the rural districts. Its 
enforcement depends entirely on local 
vigilance and on public opinion, and 
undoubtedly that opinion is strongly 
opposed to the exercise of compulsion at 
those seasons of the year when a child 
can profitably be employed on the land. 
An examination of the returns of school 
attendance in rural districts shows how 
lax has been the enforcement of the law. 
Looking down the last returns I note 
that, whereas one school had been open 
338 times, the attendances of various 
children had averaged from 54 to 64, 
while a little judicious inquiry has 
brought to light the fact that some of the 
children had been actually employed on 
the land, illegally, by members of the 
School Board for that district. In another 
school, out of 422 possible attendances, the 
returns show 22, 65, 78, and 98 attend- 
ances, while no summons for irregwar 
attendance has been taken out for four 
vears. The principle of recognising 
the difference Leoneee factory and agri- 
eultural labour has worked with good 
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effect in both Germany and Switzerland, 
and I do not see why it should not act 
equally well in this country. After all, 
the Amendment may well be described 
as one enabling compulsion to be exer- 
cised, when it can be efficacious, in rural 
districts. Remember, I am not giving 


away the principle of the Bill; I am) 


simply taking, in the 13th year, the time 


given up in the 12th, and it must be | 


borne in mind that in the later year the 


brain of the child will have become more | 
I think the Amendment is an | 


receptive. 
indispensable step towards filling up the 
fatal gap which now exists between the 
age at which a child leaves school, and 
the earliest age at which he can be got 


hold of for the purposes of higher educa- | 


tion. Hitherto the agriculturists of Eng- 
land have been the most inveterate 
opponents of a high school age; they, 


rather than Lancashire, have blocked the | 


way of progress in this respect. In 
foreign countries agriculturists are more 
in favour of a higher school age than 
people in towns. In Germany and 
Switzerland we have instances in which 
the school age runs up to 16 years, and 
they want to get higher. 
that is only partly educational; in 
Germany and Switzerland, as in Eng- 
land, the agricultural boy is in a great 
hurry to get away from school in order 
to run to the nearest town and enter the 


first mill or shop, but if we had a higher | 


school age accompanied by summer work, 
we keep the boy on the land until he has 
learned something of it, and we give him 
a start in what is the most natural of all 
employments. That is the reason why, 
in all the countries of Europe where a 


high educational standard is insisted upon, | 


we have this principle prevailing in rural 
districts almost without exception. The 
reason why it is insisted upon is not only 
a national and philanthropic one, but 
because the rural districts have a very 
sound material interest in it. It is to 
their advantage that a boy should learn 
the trade of the land on which he was 
born,and on which he may possibly remain. 
It is to the interest of everybody that 
there should be fair play to every induce- 
ment which will stop the steady flow of 
agricultural children from the villages to 
the towns. Itis as much to the interest of 


towns as it is to the interest of the country | 


districts. If the agricultural districts 
of England appreciate the force of this 
argument, we shall haye them demanding 


Mr, Robson, 
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The motive of | 








a still higher school age. Since my agri- 
| cultural friends have discovered the virtue 
| of this Amendment, I am astonished to 

find how many have said, “You ma 

carry up the age to 14 with that Amend- 
iment”; and I think we may be able to 
|oblige them later. Those who have 
hitherto been the enemies of a high 
‘school age will in future be its most 
effective allies. I would wish to ask the 
indulgence of the Committee to refer toa 
very important detail in the Amendment, 
namely, the number of attendances, 
When I first drafted the Amendment I 
put down 300 attendances, and it was 
argued with a great deal of force and with 
very good evidence that in putting down 
that number I was not making much of a 
concession, and that in fact without my 
Amendment at all, supposing the Bill 
stood in its original form, the probabili- 
ties were that agricultural children would 
only attend about 300 times between the 
'ages of 11 and 12. An Amendment has 
been put down by my hon. Friend, the 
Member for North Hants, fixing the 
number at 200 attendances. I think I 
went a little too high, but I think my 
hon. Friend has gone a great deal too 
low, and, having taken the advice of 
those who could speak with authority and 
experience on educational affairs, I was 
advised that all the purposes of my 
Amendment would be well met if I put 
the number at 250 attendances, which 
represents about half the year. I hope 
my hon. friends, more particulariy on this 
side of the House, will observe that by 
giving 250 attendances in each of the two 
extra years, agricultural children will 
thereby get 25 per cent. more education 
than borough children. It will be ac- 
‘cepted, as far as I can learn, as meeting 
the special necessities of the agricultural 
districts, and I venture to hope that the 

figure which I now suggest, and which I 

ask your permission to insert, is one 

which will save discussion on this Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment proposed, in page 1, line 12, 
at the end, to add the words : 


“ Provided also that the local authority for 
any rural district may, by bye-law for any 
parish within their district, fix thirteen years 
as the minimum age for exemption from school 
attendance in the case of children to be em- 
ployed in agriculture, and that in such parish 
such children over eleven and under thirteen 
years of age who have passed the standard 
tixed for partial exeraption from school attend- 
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ance by the bye-laws of the local authority 
shall not be required to attend school more 
than two hundred and fifty times in any 
year. 

“Such bye-law shall have effect as a hye-law 
made under section seventy-four of The Ele- 
mentary Education Act, 1870, and all Acts 
amending the same. 

“The local authority shall be the local 
authority fixed by section seven of The Ele- 
mentary Education Act, 1876.”--(Mr. Robson.) 

Question proposed. 


“ That those words be there added.” 


*Sir WILLIAM HART DYKE (Kent, 
Dartford): I have listened with pleasure 
to the excellent statement of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman. There is no 
doubt, at the first blush and the first 
examination of these proposals, that they 
are essentially a new development of our 
educational system. To my mind they 
are none the worse for it, if they are in 
the right direction, and although we have 
had many disquisitions as to the benefit 
or otherwise of the half-time system, we 
have now at all events before us, a con- 
crete case for discussion and a very im- 
portant one, which [ venture to think will 
have a very considerable bearing on the 
educational future of this country. I rise 


to support the Amendment heartily. I 


support it from every point of view, 
not only as one much mixed up with 
educational affairs, but also from my 
own knowledge of village rural life. 
Educationally, socially and otherwise, I 
think it is a step in the right direction. 
The great thing we have to consider after 
all is the success of this proposed change, 
and if we only could secure that, we ought 
ali to go into the lobby to support it. I 
think there are many chances in favour 
of its complete success. What will be 
the effects on the child, the parent and 
the State? First, let us take the child 
upon whom the experiment is to be made. 
The condition of the child in an agricul- 
tural village, whatever the agricultural 
industry ‘surrounding him may be, 
whether it be corn growing or fruit 
growing, is at present most hazardous 
and uncertain. He never knows when 
he may be called into the field to scare 
away rooks or hustled suddenly into 
school. The amendment removes at once 
this terrible uncertainty, and in addition 
gives the child a chance of two more 
years of school life, not spread over the 
year in the present haphazard fashion, | 
but restricted to certain periods. 
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| will be of great advantage to the child. 
| With regard to the-parent, I believe the 
| Amendment will remove an immense 
cause of continual friction between the 
| parent and the school attendance officer. 
Many of the parents have to struggle 
for existence in rural districts, and this 
Amendment, if worked well, will have 
regard to their feelings, instincts, and 
if you like their prejudices. At present 
the parents have the school attendance 
officer always at their elbow. The 
present erste ry will give them a clear 
period of the year in which allowance 
will be made for their children’s absence 
from school, and it will enable them to 
make clear and definite arrangements for 
their children’s education, and also for 
their being enabled to earn money. As 
regards the State, I believe the amend- 
ment will be valuable not only to the 
cause of education in general, but it will 
remove the large arrount of friction 
and difficulty which now exists between 
the central department and the rural dis- 
tricts. I am bound to say that in rural 
districts I have found the strongest objec- 
tion to any idea of the over-education of 
children. I remember once attending a 
meeting to open a large school in a dis- 
trict in England, and I was attacked on 
the platform because [I advocated tech- 
nical education. Again, this scheme 
would overcome the enormous amount of 
prejudice now existing. Parents and 
children would know what demands were 
made upon them, and the employer would 
also know when he could count on get- 
ting labour on his farm. I believe it 
would be of great advantage to our farmers 
to know when they could command such 
labour. It is most important to remove the 
friction which exists between parents and 
school attendance officers. I know, from 
my own personal knowledge, that a 
woman and her children in Kent can 
earn during the fruit-picking season from 
30s. to 35s. a week. It can easily be 
understood how any family earning that 
amount can defy the school attendance 
committee, and pay the fines imposed for 
I hope this Bill will 
pass, and believing that it will do much 
for the future of elementary education in 
this country, I will give this amendment 
my most hearty support. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I never 
thought that I should have the honour of 


That addressing this Committee in favour of the 


B 
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proposal of a higher school age in rural 
districts on this particular day of the 
year. But my honourable and learned 


Friend the Member for South Shields | 


has so re-organised his proposal that it 
is possible for us to find salvation in his 
views, and do our best to support him. 
I also imagine that the proposal is accep- 
table to the Vice-President of the Coun- 
cil, who, I find, has not shown himself so 
hostile to agricultural interests as [ 
thought he was. As I understand the 
proposal, it is that children are to be 
allowed to go to school in the winter and 
to pick up some useful education in the 
summer. In the opinion of many of us 
in agricultural districts, the raising of 
the age of compulsory attendance has 
gone far enough. What we have to con- 
tend against in the Eastern Counties is 
not so much low prices, high rates, and 
foreign competition, as the dearth of 
agricultural labour and the depopulation 
of the rural districts. I am not exagger- 
ating when I say there are many towns 
in the Eastern Counties where the popula- 
tion is less than it was in the time of the 
Stuarts, and still less than in the Middle 
Ages. A neighbour of my own had 
recently to give up his farm because he 
could not get labour; and the dearth of 
labour is caused by forcing the pace of 
education. One of my constituents, 
owing to the impossibility of getting 
labour, has been foreed—it sounds rather 
absurd—to milk his cows with a gas 
engine. I am sorry for the cows, but it 
is absolutely the case. Agricultural 
labour has gone up something like 20 per 
cent, and things are much worse in the 
agricultural districts than they were five 
years ago. We had the Agricultural 
Rating Act, but if you take half-a-crown 
outof one pocket of a man and put sixpence 
into another pocket, he does not gain any 
moral or material benefit. At the risk of 
incurring the epithet which the honour- 
able Member for Fife in one of his highly 
elaborated witticisms threw at our heads 


the other day, of being a “Tony Lump- | 


kin,” I have ventured to lay before the 


Committee my views, which are also the | 


views of my constituents, as to the 
absolute state of the case with reference 
to the depopulation of the rural districts. 


Mr. JEFFREYS: I do not like the 
age being raised, but as the Howse, on 
the Second Reading of thé Bill, decided 
that it should be raised; I fear that we 
Major Rasch, 
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must make the best of it. Iam glad the 
hon. and learned Member has proposed 
this Amendment. After what has been 
said, not only by him, but also by 
my right hon. Friend the Member for 
Dartford, and my hon. and gallant Friend 
the Member for South-East Essex, I think 


the Committee will see there is a great 


deal of unanimity on this question. As 
the Amendment originally stood, I thought 
we were getting nothing in the way of a 
concession, and I therefore put down 
another Amendment. In the model bye- 
laws issued by the Department under 
Section 74 of the Elementary Education 
Act, it is stated that children between 
the ages of 11 and 13 years of age, who 
shall be beneficially employed to the 
satisfaction of the local authority, shall 
not be obliged to attend school for more 
than 150 attendances in each year, and 
when I put down 200 attendances I was 
therefore giving 50 more than were 
already allowed. But, as the hon. 
Gentleman considers that 250 is a 
reasonable number, I will not move my 
Amendment. I may qualify what I 
have said, however, by hoping that we 
shall not, next year, or in successive 
years, be forced to raise the age. We are 
gradually creeping up. <A few years ago 
it was 10 years, now it is 11, and this 
Bill proposes to make it J2. I am afraid 
education is incurring the hostility not 
only of the farmers but also of the work- 
ing classes of this country, for many 
labouring men object to the enforced 
attendance at school of children who are 
able to earn a little. I only hope the 
Amendment will, as suggested, keep the 
children on the land instead of their 
flocking to the towns as at present. If 
it does that, agriculturists will put up 
with the extra year. 


Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): I 
am very loth to disturb the unanimity of 
the Committee, but I venture to think 
that, in his desire to be conciliatory, my 
honourable and learned Friend has gone 
too far. The normal number of attend- 
ances is 420, and the Education Depart- 
ment declines to give a grant to any 
school not open 400 times in the year. 
My honourable Friend proposed to reduce 
the number to 300 attendances, but when 
he further reduces it to 250 I feel bound 
to make a protest, and to say that if a 
chance is offered me I shall divide against 
the proposal. 
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CapTAIN BETHELL (York, E. R., | 
Holderness): The Amendment having) 
received the support of my right honour- | 
able Friend the Member for Dartford, I 
would wish to suggest an Amendment 
in detail. The honourable and learned 
Gentleman proposes that the local au 
thority for any rural district may have 
power to fix the minimum age. I wish | 
to suggest to the Committee that it would 
be better that the County Council of any | 
county should exercise the power. The | 
County Council would exercise it more | 
impartially, and would consider the de- 
mands of any portion of the area con- 
cerned. Its members are drawn from 
varying classes, and from a much wider 
area, and, [ think, for that reason alone, 
itwould be the better authority. But, 
above all, I would suggest to the Vice- 
President that the House of Commons 
has accepted the proposal that County 
Councils should have a great deal to do 
with educational questions in the future. 
Theauthority proposed to be wielded under 
the Amendment is legislative, and not ad- 
ministrative, and I would suggest that it 
would be better wielded by the County 
Council than by the local authorities. I 
do not know what arguments induced 
the honourable and learned Member to 
put in ‘the local authority for any rural 
district,” but I hope he will be good enough 
to consider the arguments I have urged. 
I would also be glad if the Vice-President 
would give his views, especially with re- 
ference to the second consideration. The 
Amendment I propose to move is to 
leave out “the local authority for any 
rural district,” and to substitute the 
words “the County Council of any 


county.” It might be said that agri- 
culturists are obstinate with reference 


to edueation, but educationalists also 
sometimes display obstinacy and dog- 
matism. 

Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment, in line 1, to leave out the | 
words “local authority for any rural 
district,” in order to insert words “ county 
council of any county.”—-(Captain Bethel.) 


Question proposed : 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the proposed Amendment.” 


Sin J. GORST: I hope my honour- 
able and gallant Friend will not press 
this Amendment. I naturally had some 
share in the authorship of the Bill of 


‘ 
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1896, and I was extremely favourable to 
the county council as the educational 
authority ; but this is a very burning 
question, and if it is introduced into 
the discussion on this Bill I am afraid 


'we have no chance of getting through 
our labours before the end of the session ; 


I therefore hope my honourabie and 
gallant Friend will take the authority as 
it exists in the Bill, and not raise the 
general question of educational authority. 


* Mr. GRANT LAWSON (York, N.R 
Thirsk) : I also join in the appeal to the 
honourable and gallant Member not to 
press the Amendment. In many county 
councils the agricultural members are in 
a very small minority, and would not be 
able to make their influence felt. 


CapraAIn BETHELL: In deference to 
the views of the Vice-President I will 
not press the Amendment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment by leave withdrawn. 


Original Question again proposed. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : I move 
that the word “rural” in the first line 
of this Amendment be omitted. In order 
to make clear to the Committee the object 
of my proposal, I may say that I intend 
to move later to omit the words 
“to be employed in agriculture ” in order 
to insert ‘not employed in any factory 
or workshop.” Ido not move my Amend- 
ment in any hostile spirit to the agricul- 
tural interest. In my humble judgment 
the original Amendment is not only an 
attempt but a too successful attempt to 
square the agricultural Members, and 
those of us who are not occupied in that 
industry or connected with it are to 
be the Jonahs to be thrown overboard. 
much interested in the 


Member for South-east Essex, because 
when I moved the rejection of the second 
reading of this measure he was my 
seconder. What a state of backsliding has 
now occurred! He informed us in his 
speech of a few interesting facts. He 
told us of one farmer who had to milk 
his cows with a gas engine. I am glad it 
was not a water engine. He informed us 
he had found salvation in the Amend- 
ment proposed by the honourable and 
learned Member for South Shields, but I 
think his position is not one in which to 
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is to extend the operation of the honour- 
able and learned gentleman’s Amendment 
to all half-timers, not half-timers under 
the Factories and Workshops Act. It 
practically admits all half-timers at the 
age of 11 provided they have made 
attendances to the very small number of 
250. The half-timers not included in the 
Factories and Workshops Act number 
55,000, and if they were subdivided I 
think I would not be very long in esti- 
mating that half of them are employed in 
agriculture and the other half employed 
in other occupations which do not come 
under the Factories and Workshops Act. 
There is a demand for the services of 
these children at certain periods, and they 
may be able to earn a pittance which 
would be a very great benefit to their 
parents and themselves. Take the boys 
employed in country-houses during the 
three months in the autumn. They are 
employed as errand boys and in connec- 
tion with shooting. Why should every 
other class of boy be excluded from the 
Amendment in order that the agricultural 
boy should be included? If my honeur- 
able friend sees his way to adopt this 
Amendment it would apply not only to 
agricultural children but also to children 
employed in occupations other than in 
factories and workshops. 


tainly take it to a division. 
Amendment: In line 1, to leave out the 
word “ rural.”—(Mr. George Whiteley). 
Question proposed : 
“That the word ‘rural’ stand part of the 


proposed Amendment :” 


CapTAIN PRETYMAN: I hope we 


shall further 


not discuss this par- 
ticular Amendment, as it was not 
before us on the Second Reading. 


On the general question, we quite recog- 
nise that the honourable and learned 


Gentleman is anxious to meet the neces- | 


sities of agriculturists— 


*THoeE CHAIRMAN: The honourable 
Member must confine himself to the 
Amendment which has been moved to 
the Amendment. 


CarTaIN PRETYMAN: As regards 
this particular Amendment I think there 
are objections to it. In order to make it 
Mr. George Whiteley. 


{COMMONS} 


rejoice. The object of my Amendment | operative at all, we must give sufficient 


I venture to | 
press this Amendment and I shall cer- | 


| versity) : 
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|inducement to school attendance com. 
|mittees to adopt it. The honourable 
/and learned Member who moved the 
| Amendment said it would increase the 
/ amount of education in rural districts by 
25 per cent. But will the school attend- 
ance committees be given a sufficient in- 
ducement to bring this Act into opera- 
tion? I think it is extremely doubtfal, 
The honourable and learned Member 
seems to assume that under this Amend- 
ment children will be able to attend 
school in winter, and be absent in sum- 
mer— 


*The CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
honourable Member is not now discussing 
the Amendment to omit the word “rural,” 


CapTaIn PRETYMAN : I will state my 
arguments on the original Amendment. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucester, Stroud): | 
only wish to raise a technical point. Does 
the honourable and learned Member mean 
by the words “rural district” the Rural 
District Council ? because if so he will 
exclude a large number of farmers. What 
are technically called urban districts very 
often contain large rural areas, and it cer- 
tainly seems to me that the retention of 
the word “rural” would limit the effect 
of the Amendment beyond what is in- 
tended by the honourable and _ learned 


Amendment proposed to the proposed | Member. 


Sr JOHN LUBBOCK (London Uni- 
I venture to suggest to the 
honourable Member for Stockport that he 
should not press the consideration of his 
Amendment at the present moment, but 
that he should ask the Vice-President to 
give it consideration before the next stage 
of the Bill. Iam so anxious that the Bill 
should pass that I hope the question of 
| the number of attendances will not be re- 
‘opened. The Clause may not be exactly 
| ideal, but it is something of a compromise 
which my honourable and learned Friend 
|in charge of the Bill has very wisely put 
|down to meet honourable Members on 
this side, and which seems to be generally 
acceptable. I should think it is not 
necessary to press the matter further. 


Sir J. GORST: I think that the 
word “rural” is really not necessary, as 
long as we keep the word “agriculture” 
| further on in the Amendment. 
j 
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Mr. ROBSON: I was about to rise! Question, ‘That the word ‘rural stand 
for the purpose of making an observation | part of the Amendment,” put and nega- 
which has, however, been now sufficiently | tived. 

"4 3 / 3e- "es r a 
~ a Ben hs ia began ' a the} Amendment proposed _ to the pro- 
does 8g or posed Amendment: In line 3, to leave 
out the words “to be employed in 

Viscount CRANBORNE: The omis- | @griculture,” in order to insert the words 
sion of “rural” will put us in a difficulty | “ not employed in any factory or work- 
when we get, later on in the Clause, to shop”—(Mr. George Whiteley) — instead 
the words “ employed in agriculture.” If | thereof. 
the word “rural ” is left out, it will be an | 
extremely difficult matter to determine 
who will be held to be engaged in “That the words ‘to be employed in agri- 
agriculture, and it will be necessary to culture’ stand part of the proposed Amend- 
provide some definition as to what the =~ 
words really mean. Iam not at liberty Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: I quite 
aie E id ee ‘gree tab the word rural : is not as 
wide question. would suggest to the)? oy). Pears 8 : 
leanarstio and learned Gentleman that, wilt = Paap eta poet gi 99 
if the my sal should rg workable at all, workable. It will create less friction and 
the word “rural” is to be kept in. difficulty, and will enable a large class of 

children during the summer months to 

Mr. GRANT LAWSON: My noble | ©? full wages instead of half-time wages 
friend who has just spoken has forgotten ®S @¢ present. I appeal to the honourable 
the distinction which has been already ®"d learned Member as to whether he 
made in the Act of 1896. I only wish to | Cannot accept the Amendment. 


say on the Amendment that, if an agri- . : eee eee 
ulturist has the misfortune to live in an . ptt hee peieiae 1 ha 
age Sree: at te ‘eason why we Sk my right honourable frienc - 
ee ee ore ee President of the Council what is his con- 
ception of the word “agriculture ” in this 
connection. We are engaged in passing 
*Mnr. TOMLINSON: It has been put | 2" Act of Parliament, and we have got to 
tome as a very great hardship that girls | be exact. I suppose it will be the duty 
are not allowed to go on half time for | °f the magistrates to say what children 
the purpose of assisting the domestic ®@ or are not engaged in agriculture. I 
work of the household. Education carried | Wish to know what would be the advice 
beyond a certain point tends to unfit girls | Of the Vice-President as to the interpreta- 
for domestic duties, and domestic life, and | tion of the word. For example, would 
if a system could be adopted by which driving a herd to market be agriculture ; 
girls could devote half their time to if so, would helping to keep the beasts in 
learning domestic habits which would | order in the market place be agriculture ; 
probably be most necessary for them in| Would feeding chickens be agriculture ; 
after life, whilst carrying on their educa- | and if not, why not? I want to know 
tion with the other half, it would be| Where the honourable and learned gentle- 
conferring on them a very great benefit, | ™an would draw the line ; I think an Act 
. of Parliament ought to be precise, and 
ought to give more guidance as to what 
Mason RASCH: The honourable | it means. I would ask my right honour- 
Member for Stockport has just reproved able friend, whose business it will be to 
me for supporting the Amendment. My administer this Act, or who at any rate 
position is absolutely the same whenever | will have to give advice in its adminis- 
agricultural interests are concerned. We | tration, to say what he considers to be 
have often asked for bread and have been the meaning of the word “ agriculture.” 
offered a stone, and have been lucky if 
the stone were not cast at our heads.| Sir J. GORST: If Parliament should 
We have had this Amendment offered to’ pass the scheme in its present form it 
us; it will be of some practical use to would be for the magistrates to determine 
us, and we are not ashamed to accept it. | what is meant by “agriculture.” As to 


Question proposed, 
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the illustrations which have been given | it, the matter can be referred to the High 
by the noble Lord, I should think most | Court. 

judges would very easily determine that) Question put— 

such operations were connected with The Committee divided :—Ayes, 245: 
agriculture. If there is any doubt about | Noes, 26. (Division List, No. 162.) 


AYES. 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) } Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) ; Kitson, Sir James 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | Drucker, A. Knowles, Lees 
Allen,W. (Newe. under Lyme) Duckworth, James Labouchere, Henry 
Allison, Robert Andrew Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. Lafone, Afred 
Anson, Sir William Reynell Dunn, Sir William Langley, Batty 
Anstruther, H. T. Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart | Laurie, Lieut.-General] 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. Edwards, Owen Morgan Lawrence,Sir E. Durning-(Cor) 
Ashton, Thomas Gair Engledew, Charles John Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Esmonde, Sir Thomas Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) | Evans, Samuel T. (Glam.) Leng, Sir John 
Baker, Sir John | Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) | Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Swan.) 
Banbury, Frederick George _ | Farquharson, Dr. Robert Lloyd-George, David 
Banes, Major George Edward | Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Barlow John Emmott | Finch, George H. Logan, John William 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne Long, Col. Ch. W. (Evesham) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe Fisher, William Hayes Lorne, Marquess of 
Bethell, Commander Fison, Frederick William Lough, Thomas 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond Lowe, Francis William 
Biddulph, Michael | FitzWygram, General Sir F. | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Bill, Charles | Flower, Ernest | Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Billson, Alfred | Fry, Lewis | Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Birrell, Augustine | Garfit, William M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverp’l) 
Blake, Edward | Giles, Charles Tyrrell | M‘Arthur, William (Corn’]), 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Gladstone, Rt. Hn. H. J. | M‘Ewan, William 
Boulnois, Edmund | Godson, Sir Augustus Fdk. | M‘Ghee, Richard 
Broadhurst, Henry | Gold, Charles | M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edin. W.) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. | M‘Leod, John 
Bullard, Sir Harry | Gourley, Sir Edward T. | Maddison, Fred 
Burns, John Gray, Ernest (West Ham) | Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Burt, Thomas | Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsb’y) | Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Buxton, Sydney Charles | Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) | Middlemore, John Throgm’t’n 
Caldwell, James | Griffith, Ellis J. | Milward, Colonel Victor 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) | Gull, Sir Cameron Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) Gunter, Colonel Monk, Charles James 


Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.(Glas.) | Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton | Montagu, SirS. (Whitechapel) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. | Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmart’n) 





Carew, James Laurence Hardy, Laurence Morgan, W. Prit’h’d (Merth’r) 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- Hare, Thomas Leigh | Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton Harwood, George | Morley, Rt. Hon. J. (Montr’e) 
Causton, Richard Knight Hayne, Rt. Hn. Ch. Seale- | Morrison, Walter 

Channing, Francis Allston Hazell, Walter | Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.) |Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. Morton, Ed. J. C. (Devonport) 
Clough, Walter Owen Helder, Augustus Moss, Samuel 

Coghill, Douglas Harry Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) Myers, William Henry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse Hobhouse, Henry Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Colston, Chas. E.H. Athole | Horniman, Frederick John —_| Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Colville, John Houston, R. P. | O’Connor, Jas. (Wicklow, W.) 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) Howard, Joseph O’Connor, T. T. (Liverpool) 
Cornwallis, F. Stanley W. Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle Oldroyd, Mark 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. | Hughes, Colonel Edwin Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Cranborne, Viscount Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. | Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Crilly, Daniel Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) | Paulton, James Mellor 
Srombie, John William Jacoby, James Alfred Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Currie, Sir Donald Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | Jenkins, Sir John Jones Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. | Philipps, John Wynford 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles Jolliffe, Hon H. George | Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Dillon, John Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | Pierpoint, Robert 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) | Pirie, Duncan V. 


Dorington, Sir John Edward | Kenyon, James | Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Su J. Gorst, 
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Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Purvis, Robert 

Randell, David 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


Spicer, Albert 


Rickett, J. Compton 


Robertson, Herbert (H’ckney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Saunderson, Rt. Hon. Col. E.J. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Ferfarshire) 
Smith, James P’rk’r(Lanarks.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


Warner, Thos. 


{31 May 1899} 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp ' Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Spencer, Ernest 


Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Richardson, J.(Durham,S.E.)  Talbot,Rt.Hn. J. G.(Oxf'd. U.) 
| Tennant, Harold John 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) | Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Usborne, Thomas 

Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
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Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald. 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, Jos. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudersf'd) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wortley, Rt. Hn.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 
Courtenay T. 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Robson and Colonel 
Lockwood. 


NOES. 


Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

jowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ. (Man) 
FitzGerald, Sir Rt. Penrose- 
Galloway, William Johnson 
(edge, Sydney 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Mr. GALLOWAY — (Manchester, 
S.W.): IL beg to move, in line 4, after 
“agriculture,” to add ‘or any operations 
connected therewith.” The words I 
suggest seem to me to make the clause 
more workable, and they will cover all 
the cases mentioned by the noble Lord. 
In effect, my proposal will widen the scope 
of the Amendment. 


Amendment negatived. 


*Mr. GILES (Cambridge, Wisbech) : 
My object in placing upon the paper 
the Amendment which stands in my name 
was to give expression and effect to the 
resolutions passed by the Isle of Ely 
County Council and numerous other 
public bodies against the Bill. I am 
very anxious, and [ am sure a great 
many honourable Members in this House 
are also anxious—-not that education 
should be retarded, but improved ; and on 
behalf of the agriculturists of North 
Cambs. I repudiate the idea that farmers 
are against education itself. What they 
desire is that education and employment 
should go hand in hand. I should be 
disposed to withdraw my Amendment if 
I thought the number of attendances 
would be fixed at 250 instead of 300, 





Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Leese, Sir J. F 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maden, John Henry 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Pilkington, Richard 


. (Acerington) 


Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Rutherford, John 

Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 
Whiteley,H. (Asht’n-und’r-L.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. George Whiteley, and 
Sir William Coddington. 


and if I thought such a proposal would 
be accepted by honourable Members 
opposite. (Opposition cries of “ Yes.”) 
If that is so, I shall withdraw my 
Amendment, for I feel that the con- 
cession which the honourable Member 
for South Shields has made is a very 
great one to the agriculturists; his 
Amendment in their favour has my 
hearty support, and I believe it will be 
one means of making education more 
popular in the rural districts. 

Amendment proposed, in line 6, to leave 
out all after “shall,” and insert 


“be entitled to a certificate or certificates of 
exemption from attendance for any period or 
periods not exceeding three months in all 
during any one year, if it be shown to the 
satisfaction of the local authority that the 
local authority that the child will obtain 
suitable employment during the periods of 
exemption, and if, in the opinion of the local 
authority, the child has made good attendance 
prior to such period.” —(Mr. Giles.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Clause.” 


*Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): With 


regard to this Amendment, I should like 
to make one observation. 


I am heartily 








47 Education of 


in favour of its principle, and I am certain | 


it will work well, but I desire to ask the 
Vice-President of the Council whether 
he can furnish 
number of attendances now actually made 
by children who have passed the exemp- 
tion standard. I want to see how this 
standard of 250 attendances will com- 
pare with the attendances made now 
by children under similar conditions. I 
want to draw attention to a practical diffi- 
culty which is, that there is no provision 
that these 250 attendances shall be made. 
There is no guarantee that these attend- 
ances will ever be made, and I should like 
to know if they are not made, what steps 
the Education Department can take to 
bring any local authority to book which 
does not secure that the children in its 
district makes the stipulated number of 
attendances. 


CotoneEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I value this measure and this 
Amendment.not so much for the benefit 
which it will confer upon the rural 
districts, but because it recognises for the 
first time in the history of the educa- 
tional movement that there is to be a 
difference drawn between children in the 
country districts and children in the 
urban districts. 

CapTAIN PRETYMAN: The 


average 


age now is about 11 years and 6 months | 


at which achild leaves school, and exemp- 
tion begins when the child has attained a 
certain age. The minimum age is 11, and 
it is proposed to raise it to 12. The 
Amendment says 


“Shall not be required to attend school 
more than 250 times in any year.” 


I suppose the honourable Member 
means a school year. It may happen that 
in October a child at 11 years and 6 
months old passes the standard which 
entitles him to exemption, and that child 
will have made the 250 attendances 
which he has to make under this Amend- 
ment. He will, therefore, become free 
to work during the months of November, 
December, January and February. That 
child will have very little benefit indeed, 
whereas another child would be able to be 
away for the whole time. I think it is right, 
and in the interest of the community, that 
children should be allowed to follow a 
healthy outdoor occupation during the 


Mr. Gray. 
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some estimate of the | 
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period they are attending school. This 
is a Bill which I agreed with in principle, 
and which I am anxious to see passed into 
law. We must, however, remember that 
this is an adoptive Amendment, and if it 
| is to be adopted by the local authorities it 
must be workable, and I think it would be 
in the interests of the country districts. 
Difficulties may of course arise which will 
require to be discussed and be considered 
by the Education Department, and | 
think it is very unfortunate that a 
| measure of this sort could not be taken up 
by the Education Department. This 
Amendment raises difficult and compli- 
cated points which I hope the honourable 
Member who has introduced the Bill, and 
the Vice-President of the Council, will 
most carefully consider between this and 
‘the Report stage. If this is done I think 
| it will be a most valuable measure for all 
| concerned, 


Str J. GORST: It would scarcely be 
possible within the limits of the time at 
the disposal of the Committee to discuss 
the details of the operation of the Amend- 
ment. I may say that this Amendment 
has been carefully considered by the 
experienced officials of the Education 
Department who are conversant with the 
_working of the Education Acts, and, 
| without entering into detail, I may say 
| that it is their opinion that this particular 
Amendment is workable ; and that by 
the bye-laws that will be made under it 
the general intentions of the Committee 
in passing this Amendment can no doubt 
be carried into effect. 


Question put, Amendment negatived. 
Amendment proposed—in Clause 1, 
page 1, line 12, at end, to add,. 


“ Provided also that a child shall be entitled 


to obtain partial exemption from school atten- ° 


dance on attaining the age of twelve years if 
such child has made three hundred attendances 
in not more than two schools during each year 
for five preceding years whether consecutive or 
not.” —(Mr. Rutherford.) 

Sir J. GORST: The Government are 
willing to accept this Amendment. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: The 
existing law provides that a child shall 
| pass a certain standard of education ; if 
you withdraw that child before it obtains 
that certificate you are deemed to be 
acting in contravention of the existing 
Act, and you are liable to a penalty. It 
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seems to me that there is some difficulty | 

with regard to the proposition of my 

honourable friend, and unless the section 

I have referred to is repealed ditticulties 

may ensue. 
Amendment agreed to. 


*CoLONEL MELLOR: I may explain. 
very shortly the object of the Amendment 
I now rise to move. I think that where 
the local authority are satisfied as to the 
poverty of the parents they should have 
power to enable a child to be allowed to 
work half time. The honourable and 
learned gentleman assures me that the 
present Act gives all the protection needed 
for poor families, the number of which he 
appears to think is very small. I believe, 
however, that these very poor parents 
exist in greater numbers than honourable 
Members opposite suppose. The result 
of my inquiries and the investigations | 
have made lead me to believe that this 


Act, unless some saving clause of this 
kind is introduced, may be made the 


means of cruelty and of injustice also. 
I, for one, have always been in favour of 
raising the age of children, provided that 
some provision is made for meeting such 
difficult cases as are contemplated ‘by my 
Amendment. On this question I go much 
further than the National Union of 
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Teachers, for I have advocated the ex- | 


tension of the principle of compulsion 
not only until 13 years of age, but in 
evening schools until the age of 16. 
After 13 a child should only be allowed 
to work the whole day up to 16 on con- 
dition that a limited number of attend- 
ances at a night school up to that age was 
insisted upon. Under the present system 
I believe that a great proportion of the 
money we spend on education is so much 
money wasted, and I believe that unless 
our system of elementary education is 
followed up at the night schools it will be 
little use, and our expectations will never 
be realised. I must, therefore, press my | 
proposal to a division, although if it can | 
be shown that my contention is wrong I 
will withdraw my proposition, because I | 
do not want to obstruct the passing of 
this Bill, which I believe will be, on the 
whole, the means of doing great good to 
he children. 


Amendment proposed, after the words | 
last inserted, to add the words : 


“Provided also, that if it is shown to the 


' will affect the case of poor parents. 


'a certificate of exemption 
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that the earnings of any child above the age 
vf 11 years are necessary, by reason of the 
poverty of the parents, to the maintenance cf 
the said child, the said educational authority 
may in such cases grant a certificate exe mapting 
such child from the operation of this Act : 
(Colonel Mellor) :— 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there added.” 


Mr. ROBSON : In a very few words I 
hope I shall be able, satisfactorily, to ‘ 
meet the point raised by the honourable 
Member who has moved this Amendment. 
[ gather that he accepts the statement of 
the law which I submitted by reference 
to a well known authority, where it has 
been laid down that the poverty of the 
parents is a reasonable excuse under the 
Education Act of 1870 for the absence of 
the child from school and his presence at 
work. There seems to be an idea that 
there is an unconditional law of com- 
pulsion in England, but that is not so. 
There is a law of compulsion, but it 
depends upon the absence of a reasonable 
excuse, and the poverty of the parents 
has always. been held to be a reasonable 
excuse. The words of the Bill are much 
more elastic and suitable than either of 
the two Amendments to deal with poor 
parents. The honourable Member raises 
a further point ; he refers to the Factory 
Acts, and he wishes to know how they 
Now 
the Factory Acts forbid a child to work 
during the whole time up to the age of 
13, but they do allow him to work half- 
time up to the age of 13, provided that 
from school 
attendance is obtained. The honourable 
Member says it may be that the educa- 


| tional authorities will not be able to force 


the child to go to school between the ages 
of 11 and 13, and he asks will a child be 
still able to do so under the Factory Acts 
between the ages of 11 and 13? Under 
'the Factory Acts a child can go to the 
| factory at the age of 11, after my Bill 


| passes, if there is a reasonable excuse for 


its exemption from school attendance, 
provided it produces a certificate of 
exemption from the education authority. 
That authority, in the case of a poor 
child, cannot force the parents to send it 
to school, and in such a case the education 
authority would desire that the child 
should go to the factory. It would be to 


| the advantage of the education authority, 


satisfaction of the local educational authority | in such a case, to give a certificate at il 
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years of age, by which the child would 
not only be able to absent itself from 
school but could go straight to the factory. 
I hope the honourable Member will accept 
my assurance on this point. The view I 
have expressed I have arrived at after 
a very careful consideration of the law, 
and | trust that he will withdraw his 
Amendment. 


*CoLONEL MELLOR: I should like to 
have the views of the Vice-President of 
the Council on this point. 


Sir J. GORST: I could not put the 
case more clearly than the honourable 
Member opposite has done, for his views 
are entirely in accordance with those of 
the Education Department. If the 
honourable Member himself had not 
risen, I was prepared to say that the 


Amendment of my honourable friend, 
though good in principle, was quite 


unnecessary, because, under the existing 
law, everything he seeks to carry out by 
this Amendment is already provided for. 


*CoLOoNEL MELLOR: If the local 
authority has power, notwithstanding this 
Act, to allow children to work, it also has 
power to prevent children working. That 
being so, it appears to me that the Bill is 
quite as unnecessary as the Amendment. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON: If this Bill 
passes without this Amendment there 
will be no power to allow a child to go 
half-time in a factory, though he may be 
allowed to take up desultory employment. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : I with- 
drew my Amendment earlier in the 
discussion because I felt that this matter 
would be fully discussed at this stage, for 
I look upon this as a very important 
Amendment indeed. I do not at all agree 
with the argument of the honourable 
Member opposite that all the necessary 
provision is made by the existing law. 
If it is provided for, what harm can there 
be in introducing this Amendment, the 
effect of which will be to make the point 
clear ? Why does the honourable Member 


opposite object to having the thing made | put before the Committee. 


perfectly clear ? 
Mr, Robson, 
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Mr. ROBSON: I do not wish to in- 
troduce this Amendment, because it 


wouid be more disadvantageous to poor 


parents than the existing law. The 
Amendment would require the poor 


parents to make a declaration of pauper- 


ism in order to gain an advantage which 


they already possess in a more suitable 
form under the existing law. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: Repre- 
senting here a Lancashire constituency, 
I am going to do my best in the 
interests of the Lancashire industry. I 
do not think we ought to be pressed to 
withdraw any Amendment which we 
think is fair and just, and we do not. re- 
gard this Amendment in the light which 
the honourable Member opposite has 
thrown upon it. The Amendment has 
all the elements which should recommend 
it to the Committee, and there never was 
a more reasonable Amendment drafted. 
In cases where the poverty is really so 
great that the parents cannot properly 
maintain a child, such child should be 
permitted to go to work. There are, 
no doubt, cases existing where the father 
may be ill, and the mother is obliged to 
remain at home to look after him. In 
such a case the work of a child is of great 
importance, although some honourable 
Members opposite apparently think that 
half-a-crown a week is not much to bring 
in. Such a sum, however, is of very 
great importance in the conduct of such 
a household to secure the means of liveli- 
hood. Are we going to say that a child 
shall not be allowed to work under any cir- 
cumstances whatever ? I think the hon- 
ourable Member in charge of this Bill, 
with his great majority, ought not to 
oppose this Amendment, and thus render 
our position a difficult and disagreeable 
one. As he is strong, so he ought to be 
merciful, and he ought to withhold his 
“bowels of compassion” somewhat. I 
do press this point, and I hope the 
honourable Member will press his Amend- 
ment to a division, for it is a most impor- 
tant one, and will have a very far- 
reaching effect. 


* CoLONEL MELLOR: [am afraid I can- 
not accept the interpretation of the law on 
this subject which the hon. and learned 
Member in charge of the Bill has just 
I may state, 
for the information of the Committee, 
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that I put the hon. Member’s views on 


this point before a thoroughly competent | 


authority, who for years past has had the 
duty of administering the Education 
Acts, and with the permission of the 
Committee I will read what he says on 
this subject. 

“Local authorities may (as Mr. Robson 
stated to you) in case of poverty grant exemp- 
tion from attendance at school under Bye-law 2 
at any age, and allow employment of any 
kind, other than that under the provisions of 
the Factory and Workshops Acts. But a 
certificate can not be given under Bye-law 5b, 
under any circumstances, till eleven years of 
age has been attained, and the required 
standard of education passed, and so employ- 
ment under any of the Labour Acts is 
debarred, however poor a family may be. If 
you raise the age the power of the local 
authority will be curtailed accordingly.” 


The object of my Amendment is to 
correct this disability where factory 
labour is concerned, and as at present 
advised I feel that I must press it to a 
division. 


Mr. DUCKWORTH (Lancashire, 
Middleton) : I should have voted for the 
Amendment if I had not felt that the 
ordinary law of the land was adequate, 
but feeling assured that that is so, I think 
it is the crux of the whole affair. But 
although it may have been the law of the 
land, I believe it has not. been generally 
known, and has certainly not been under- 
stood to be the law in Laneashire. After 
this discussion it will be understood that, 
by the ordinary law of the land, exemp- 
tions can be made, and it will be known 
that the poverty of the parents is a 
reasonable excuse why a child should go 
half-time to school. I do not, therefore, 
see any necessity for this Amendment. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I desire to 
know whether the local authority is 
barred from initiating a prosecution in 
cases where poverty is known to exist, or 
whether it would be necessary for the 
parent to be prosecuted before the law 
will enable him to obtain exemption for 
a child on the ground of poverty. 
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' Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens): 
I should like to state briefly what my 
views are on this matter. So far, I am 
not quite clear in my own mind as to 
whether the effect of this Amendment is 
| met by the existing law. The right 
honourable Gentleman has practically 
| said “ those are my sentiments.” I want 
| a clear explanation from the right honour- 
able Gentleman as to the operation of 
the present law, and I want to know 
whether it does really meet the point of 
this Amendment. I am in doubt about 
it, and it isa very important point, and 
unless I can get a clear explanation from 
the right honourable Gentleman on this 
point, I for one shall vote for this Amend- 
| ment if it goes toadivision. I think this 
| House has gone quite far enough already 
| in preventing parents from enjoying the 
legitimate fruits of the labour of their 
children. I cannot account for the extra- 
ordinary and feverish anxiety displayed 
by some honourable Members opposite in 
endeavouring to rush this Bill through 
this afternoon. I am not very much in 
love with the Bill at all, because I think 
it goes a little too far-— 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, Order. 
The honourable Member is now dis- 
cussing the principles of the Bill, and he 
must confine himself to the Amendment. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: I do attach 
great importance to a practical explana- 
tion by the right honourable Gentleman, 
and I trust that he will give it to us. 

| 
| 

Mr. HERBERT WHITELEY (Ashton- 
under-Lyne): I do not speak for the 
purpose of offering undue or factious 
opposition. I think that this is an 
Amendment which, in the interest of the 
Bill itself, the promoter would do well to 
accept. He says that this Amendment 

' would not make the right of exemption 
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more obvious to the people of the country | 


{COMMONS} 
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poverty or not, will be allowed to 


than the existing law ; but I assure him | send children into the factory until they 
that that is not the case. I speak from | attain theage of 12. Todo away with that 
intimate experience, and I do not believe ' misunderstanding, I appeal to the honour- 
that it is understood in the least among | able Member in charge of the Bill to 
the working people that they can get | accept the Amendment, because I believe 


exemption for their children by pleading | 
poverty. 
to let this provision come in and make | 
the point clear to all. The mere fact 
of its being put in the Bill will emphasise 


the law as it exists. 


CoLonEL PILKINGTON : I would sup- 
port the opinion expressed by the honour- | 
able Member who has just sat down. It 
seems to me to cover the ground entirely. | 
If the Amendment is on all fours with | 
the law, why cannot it be accepted and 
put into the Bill ? 
same as that of my honourable friend who 


My experience is the 


has just spoken, that the present state of 
the law is not understood, at any rate in 
Lancashire. The magistrates and the 
Committees of the Local Authorities do 
not act upon it. 





In practice they say 


that no person, whether pleading | 


AY 


Arnold, Alfred 
Ascroft, Robert 


Gedge, Sydney 


Gibbs, Hon. V (St. Albans) 


that without it the Act would be 


I urge the honourable Member | absolutely unworkable, and poor people 


would not be able to send their children 
to the factory in a straightforward way. 


Mr. SETON-KARR: Before the Com- 
mittee go to a division I wish to point out 
that we have not received any definite 
statement as to the existing law. The 


| honourable Member who introduced the 
| Bill first said that the object of the 
| Amendment was provided for by the 


existing law, and in that he was supported 
by the Vice-President ; but when chal- 
lenged upon the point he said the Amend- 
ment proposed to do something to which 
he objected. My point is that these 
statements are contradictory, and I want 
some definite statement on the subject. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes 68; 
Noes 229.—(Division List No. 163.) 
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Colonel Mellor and Mr. 
George Whiteley. 
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Abraham, William (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
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Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 








Question proposed— 


“That clause 1, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY: I now 
move to leave out Clause 1. It is an 
entirely different clause from what it 
was at the beginning of the after- 
noon’s debate. I think in its new 
form it deserves the most careful 
scrutiny of the House, and I do not think 
we should evade that duty. If the hon. 
Member in charge of the Bill will accept 
my motion and reject the clause, I will 
abstain from any further opposition- 
—[lunghter|—I cannot understand the 
laughter of the honourable Members. The 
opposition which I have offered to the 
clause has beenactuated by no other feeling 
than that of the interests of the consti- 
tuents I represent. The clause proposes 
to raise the age of half-timers to 12 years, 
and I consider that in the highest degree 
undesirable. I want to ask whether 
there has been any demand for the 
change proposed from the employers of 
the country, from the working classes, 
from the children which it seeks to be- 
friend, or from any great body of the 
public. [“Yes.”] This Committee knows 
that there has been no demand whatever 
for such a Bill as this. [An honourable 
Member :—“ Question ”.] My honourable 
Friend says “Question.” This is a very 
great question, which will have to be 
very fully debated in the House. There 


has been no demand for the Bill from the 
employers, because they are aware that 
disorganise 


it would their business. 
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Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Mr. Robson and Mr. Ban- 
bury. 


'There has been no demand for it from 


the working classes, because they are 
perfectly well contented that their chil- 
dren should be brought up in the same 
manner as they themselves have been 
brought up. They are desirous that 
their children should enter upon work and 
should be able to earn money as they 
themselves did, and gain experience in 
their early years. There has been no 
demand for the Bill from the children of 
the country, for every Member acquainted 
with children knows that the children of 
working families at the present time 
eagerly look forward to the period when 
they can leave school and earn some 
money. I would say that if this Bill 
were to be decided upon by those who 
know best the whole subject of debate, it 
would be lost by a very large majority. 
The Bill has been demanded by one section 
of the community, and one section alone: 
by the National Union of School Teachers. 
The Cotton Factory Times, in an article the 
other day, says that this Bill means misery 
and suffering to widows and orphans, and 
that the agitation in support of it has 
been carried on only to put money in the 
pockets of the schoolmasters. The whole 
question has been pressed on the House 
by the National Union of School Teachers, 
who would like to lead the House captive, 
bound hand and foot, on this matter. 
That is an undignified position for the 
House to be in 


Mr. ROBSON rose in his place, and 
claimed to move, “ Fhat the Question be 
now put.” 
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Question put— 


“That the Question be now put, ’ 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 4 sane Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. Hart | : , 
| E | Laurie, Lieut.-Genera 
| Lawrence, Sir E. Durning- (Cor 


Aird, John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, W. (Newe. under Lyme) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Hy. 
Atherley-Jones, L 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, M. (Limerick W.) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baker, Sir John 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Banes, Major George Edward 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Jemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
3iddulph, Michael 

sigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

sirrell, Augustine 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 

Bond, Edward 

Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Midd’x.) 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Alexander H. 

srunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Burt Thomas 

Suxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 


Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. A. (Glas. | 


Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clarke, Sir Ed. (Plymouth) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coghill, Douglas Harr 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Ch. Ed. H. Athole 
Colville, John 

Corbett, A. Cameron (Glas.) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes, S. W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Ed. T. D. 
Crombie, John William 
Dalbiac, Col. Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John Ed. 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Drucker, A. 

Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir Willian 


{31 May 1899} 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes 263 ; 


AYES. 


wards, Owen Morgan 
| Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Evans, Sir Sam. T. (Glamorg.) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 
Fry, Lewis 
Garfit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (C. of Len.) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walfrd D. (Wedn’sb’y) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale. 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 


' Hobhouse, Henry 


Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 


' Houston, R. P. 
| Howard, Joseph 
| Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 


Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


| Humphreys-Owen, Artaur C., 


| Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
| Jackson, Rt. Hn. Wm. Lawes 


( 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnson- Ferguson, Jabez Edw. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kenyon, James 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lafone, Alfred 





Noes 26.—(Division List No, 164.) 


Langley, Batty 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn- (Swan.) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Logan, John William 

Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Manners, Lord Edward W. J. 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carm’rthen) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Conner, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir Ch. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Her. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pender, Sir James 

Perks, Robert William 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Pirie; Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Price; Robert cht 
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Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) | 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Randell, David 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tichardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 








| Spencer, Ernest 
| Spicer, Albert 


| Stevenson, Francis S. 


{COMMONS} 


| Smith, Jas. Parker(Lanarks.) | 


Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 


Steadman, William Charles 


Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G. (Oxf'd U.) | 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 





Children Bill. 64 


Warner, Thos. Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Weir, James Galloway 


Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 


| Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
| Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W. R.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, Jos. H. ‘Middlesboro’) 


| Woodall, William 
| Woodhouse, Sir J.T.(Hudders, 
| Woods, Samuel 





Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seott, Chas. Prest. (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles Ed. (Stafford) 


Skewes-Cox, Thomas 


Thornton, Percy M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent,Col. Sir C.E. Howard 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) , Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 


Wastley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 

Wylie, Alexander 

Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Robson and Sir Lewis 
M‘Iver. 


NOES. 


Arnold, Alfred 

Boulnois, Edmund 

30wles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness. ) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Belton) 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
FitzGerald, Sir Rob. Penrose- 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary (St. Albn’s) | 


Kemp, George 


Question, ‘‘ That Clause 1, as amended, 


stand part of the Bill,” put accordingly, | 


and agreed to. 

And, it being after half-past Five of 
the clock, the Chairman left the Chair to 
make his Report to the House. 

Committee report Progress: to sit 
again upon Wednesday next. 

FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND 
AND IRELAND) (7e-committed) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 

without amendment. Bill read the third 

time, and passed. 

METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT ACTS 
AMENDMENT (BYE-LAWS) BILL 
[LORDS]. 

Read a second time, and committed for 

to-morrow. 

SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS 
(ENGLAND AND IRELAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 

Friday. 

METROPOLITAN SEWERS AND 

DRAINS. 

Bill to amend the Metropolis Manage- 
ment Act with respect to Sewers and 
Drains, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
James Stuart and Mr. John Burns. 
PUBLIC eneemc” a AMENDMENT 

Dr. Clark, Dr. Farquharson, Dr. Fox, | 
Mr. ‘Galloway, Mr. Heath, Sir Alfred | 
Hickman, Mr. Hobhouse, Mr. Brynmor | 


{ 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Hatch, Ernest Fredk. Geo. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 


Maclean, James Mackenzie/ 
Maden, John Henry 
| Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 


Pilkington, Richard 
Rutherford, John 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und’r-L, 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. 
George Whiteley and Mr. 
Ascroft. 


Jones, Sir Francis Sharp Powell, Sir 
Albert Rollit, Mr. T. W. Russell, Mr. 
Schwann, Mr. J. G. Talbot, Mr. Whit- 
more, and Mr. Henry J. Wilson nominated 
Members of the Select Committee on the 
Public Health Acts Amendment Bill. 
Ordered—That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 


| records. 


Ordered—That Five be the quorum— 
(Sir William Walrond.) 
METROPOLITAN SEWERS AND 
DRAINS BILL. 
To Amend the Metropolis Management 
Act with respect to Sewers and Drains. 
Presented, and read the first time ; to be 


read a second time upon Wednesday next, 


and to be printed. [Bill 223.] 
PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Fifth Report brought up, and read ; to 


'lie upon the table, and to be printed. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. GRAY: I am anxious to know 
which branch of the Iniand Revenue 
estimates will be taken to-morrow. 

*A LORD of the TREASURY (Mr. 
ANSTRUTHER, St. Andrews Burghs): I 
think it has been generally understood 
that the Post Office Estimates will be the 
first Order to-morrow. 


Adjourned at ten minutes before 
Six o’clock. 
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Private Business, {] JUNE 1899} Private Business, 66 
HOUSE OF LORDS. SUNDERLAND ae BILL 
p [Lords]. 

Thurstay, Ist June 1899. Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 


Commons. 


CROWBOROUGH DISTRICT WATER 
] 


aha. 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR -ac- Read 3a, with the amendments ; further 
quainted the House that the Clerk of the amendments made; Bill passed, and 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the returned to the Commons. 

Certificates from the Examiners that the LEITH HARBOUR AND DOCKS BILI 
St: ing Orders ; ics > * i JE!’ ARB( Jr AT ‘KS BILL, 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE STIPEN. 


lowing Bills have been complied with : | DIARY JUSTICE BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL Brought from the Commons ; read la; 
ORDERS (No. 14) [Lords]. and referred to the Examiners. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS 


CONFIRMATION [Lords]. METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 


7 | 4hde 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION _ Returned from the Commons with the 
(No. 1) [Lords]. Amendments agreed to. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 4URLEY-IN-WHARFEDALE URBAN 
its es an DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
And the Certificate that the further Returned from the Commons with the 
Standing Orders applicable to the fol-; Amendments agreed to. 
lowing Bill have been complied with : 
NUNEATON AND CHILVERS COTON 
SHIREBROOK AND DISTRICT GAS. URBAN DISTICT COUNCIL WATER 
The same were ordered to lie upon the | Sa : : 
Table. | teturned from the Commons with the 
| Amendments agreed to. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY 
aes WOODHOUSE AND CONISBROUGH 
Read 20, and committed: The Com- RAILWAY (ABANDONMENT) BILL. 


mittees to be proposed by the Committee | Returned from the Commons with the 


of Selection. ; Amendment agreed to. 
GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. | plLOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. 
Read 2a, and committed: The Com- The Chairman of Committees informed 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee the House that the opposition to the Bill 
of Selection. was withdrawn ; the order made on the 


12th of May last discharged ; and Bill 
SOUTH - EASTERN AND LONDON, committed to a Committee of the whole 
CHATHAM, DOVER — RAILWAY Honse. 
COMPANIES BILL. 
Read 2a, and committed: The Com- ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee iencianredhasishatiad sovvsrcime- cient 
of Selection. Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House to-morrow. 
SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
‘ . : ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
Read 2u, and committed: The Com- ORDERS (No. 10) BILL [Lords]. 
mittees to be proposed by the Comm'ttee 


ut : Committed to a Committee of the 
of Selection. 


whole House to-morrow. 


[Lords]. ORDERS (No. 11) BILL [Lords). 
Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the Committed to a Committee of the 
Commons. whole House to-morrow, 
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SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION | 
(LIVERPOOL) BILL [Lords]. 


Committed to a Committee of the 
whole House on Monday next. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION | 
(LONDON) BILL [Lords]. 

Committed. The Committee to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lords]. 


Committed to Committee of the Whole 
House. 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 2) 
BILL [Lords]. 
Committed : The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committe of Selection. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


Committee of the 


Committed to a 
whole House. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL [Lords]. 
To be read 2a to-morrow. 
GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lords]. 
To be read 2a to-morrow. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. 
To be read 2a to-morrow. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 
To be read 2a to-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL, (No. 101) 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 


to be printed; and referred to the 


Examiners. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL, (No. 102.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1* ; 
to he printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL, (No. 103.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners, 


{LORDS} 
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT  PROVI- | ELECTRIC 
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LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL, (No. 104.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL, (No. 105.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1° ; 
to be printed; and referred to the 
Examiners. 





REPORTS, RETURNS, de. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR ac. 
quainted the House that the following 
papers having been commanded to be pre- 
sented to this House by Her Majesty had 
been so presented on the following 
dates by delivery to the Clerk of the Par- 
liaments, pursuant to Order of the House 
of the 17th February, 1896, viz. : 


1. Trade Reports—(Annual Series) : 
No. 2263. Germany (Hamburg) ; 


No. 2264. Russia (Batoum and Dis- 
trict) ; 

No. 2265. Russia (Taganrog) ; 

No. 2266. Netherlands (Amster- 
dam) ; 

No. 2267. Western Pacific (Tonga) ; 

No. 2268. Italy (Genoa and _ Dis- 
trict) ; 

No. 2269. Greece (Ionian Islands) ; 

No. 2270. Turkey (Salonica) ; 

No. 2271. Switzerland (May 25) ; 

No. 2272. Germany (the Grand 
Duchy Baden) ; 

No. 2273. Turkey (Tripoli) ; 

No. 2274. Italy (Elba) ; 

No 2275. Paraguay ; 

No. 2276. France (Saigon, etc.) ; 

No. 2277. Japan ; 

No. 2278. Spain (Canary Islands) 


(May 31) ; 


2. Wine Duties—Correspondence _re- 
specting the increase in the wine duties ; 


3. British South Africa Company— 
Correspondence with Mr. C. J. Rhodes 
relating to the proposed extension of the 
Bechuanaland Railway ; 


4. Local Taxation (Royal Commission) 
—Minutes of Evidence: Volume III. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 
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69 Reports, Returns, &e. 
FISHERIES (SCOTLAND). 


{1 JuNE 1899} 
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| 5920, which prohibited the conveyance of 


Seventeenth Annual Report of the animals by the ss. “ Hindustan.” 
Fishery Board for Scotland, being for the | 


year 1898; Part II. Report on Salmon 
Fisheries. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (SOUTZ- | 


WESTERN DIVISION). 


POLLING DISTRICTS (COUNTY OF 
CARNARVON). 

_ Order made by the County Council of 
Carnarvon dividing into two parts the 
| Penmorfa polling district of the county. 


General Report for the year 1898, by | 


A. Rankine, Esq., Chief Inspector. 


COLONIES (ANNUAL)—No. 260. 
Niger (West African Frontier Force) ; 
Reports for 1897-98. 


LIGHT RAILWAYS ACT, 1896. 

Orders made by the Light Railway 

Commissioners and modified and confirmed 
hy the Board of Trade authorising the 
construction of — 

1. Light railways in the counties of 
Glamorgan and Brecon between 
Vaynor Dowlais and Merthyr 
Tydfil ; 

2. A light railway in the Isle of 
Sheppey and county of Kent 
hetween Queenborough Station and 
Leysdown ; 

3. Light railways in the county of 
Middlesex from Uxbridge to 
Hanwell ; 

Presented (by command), and ordered 

to lie on the Table. 


INDIA (EXAMINATIONS). 
Regulations for examinations for the 
Civil Service of India. 


GAS AND WATER WORKS FACILITIES 
ACT, 1870. 

Report by the Board of Trade as to 
dispensing with the consents of the Seven- 
oaks Rural District Council and the 
Hildenborough Parish Council in the case 
of the Tonbridge Gas Provisional Order. 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 


Accounts of the Metropolitan Gas 
Companies for the year 1898. 


| FACTORY AND WORKSHOP (WHITE 
LEAD FACTORIES). 

Special rules with regard to the employ- 
ment of persons in whitelead factories. 


PUBLIC RECORDS (ADMIRALTY 


DEPARTMENT). 

Fifth Schedule containing a list and 
particulars of classes of documents which 
have been removed from the office of 
the Commissioners for executing the office 
of Lord High Admiral of the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, and 
deposited in the Public Record Office, 
but which are not considered of sufficient 
public value to justify their preservation 
therein. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 

MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS 
(BOROUGH FUNDS) ACT, 1872. 

Petition for amendment of; of the 
Urban District Council of Budleigh 
Salterton, in the County of Devon ; read, 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


JONES’S DIVORCE BILL [H.L1.]. 


Amendment reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* to-morrow. 


ANCHORS AND CHAIN CABLES BILL. 
Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That this Bill be now read a second time.” 

—(The Earl of Dudley.) 


THE PARLIAMENTARY SECRE- 
TARY to THE BOARD or TRADE 
(THe EARL or DUDLEY): My Lords, 
this is a little Bill which passed through 


| the House of Commons without any dis- 


HARWICH HARBOUR. 
Abstract of accounts of receipts and 
expenditure of Harwich Harbour Con- 
servancy Board, to 31st day of March, 
1899 ; with report on procez.angs, &e. 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 
AND 1896. 


Order, dated the 18th day of May, 
1899, No, 5944, revoking Order No. 


cussion at all. It is practically a Con- 
solidation Bill. At present the law re- 
lating to the testing of anchors and chain 
cables is contained in three Acts of Par- 
liament, which are somewhat conflicting 
and confusing, and it is therefore difficult - 
to obtain convictions under the Acts. 
This Bill consolidates those Acts and 
simplifies the Law. The only new pro 


vision is contained in Clause 15, which 
» 


~ 
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deals with the issue of bogus certificates. 
It has been pointed out to the Board | 
of Trade that certain firms are in the | 
habit at present of putting marks on their | 
anchors and chain cables in such a manner | 
as to resemble the marks put upon them | 
when tested under the auspices of the 
Board of Trade. We do not desire to 
prevent private testing, but we do wish, 
when articles are so tested, that marks | 
should not be put upon them of a con- 
fusing and misleading character. I beg 
to move the Second Reading of this Bill. | 


Question put and agreed to. 


Bill—Read 2* (according to order) 
and committed to a Committee of the | 
Whole House. 


INFECTIOUS DISEASE (NOTIFICATION) | 
ACT (1889) EXTENSION BILL. 
tead =63* + (according to order); an 
amendment made; Bill passed, and re- 
turned to the Commons. 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND 
AND IRELAND) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; Read 1° ; 
and to be printed. (No. 100.) 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before 
Five o’clock till To-morrow, a quarter 
past Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Thursday, lst June 1899, 


Mr. SPEAKER took the Chair at | 
Three of the clock. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

eS | 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 

(Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into complied with.) 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the first read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz.—- 

BEXHILL AND ST. LEONARDS TRAM- 
ROADS BILL [Lords]. 
PURY CORPORATION WATER BILL 


| Lords l. 
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CHURCH STRETTON WATER BILL — 
[Lords. ] 

FURNESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


GAINSBOROUGH URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (GAS) BILL [Lords]. 
GREAT YARMOOTH WATER BILL 
[| Lords]. 

HUMBER CONSERVANCY BILL [Lords]. 
LEIGH-ON-SEA URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL [Lords]. 
LOUGHBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 

PAISLEY AND BARRHEAD DISTRICT 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 

PORT TALBOT RAILWAY AND DOCKS 
BILL [Lords]. 

SALORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
WAKEFIELD CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


' second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 

(No Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into applicable). —Mr. Speaker 
laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, That, in the case of the following 
Bills, originating in the Lords, and _re- 
ferred on the First Reading thereof, no 
Standing Orders not previously inquired 


into are applicable, viz. : 


COLONIAL AND FOREIGN BANKS 
GUARANTEE FUND. BILL [Lords]. 
HAMPSTEAD CHURCH (EMMANUEL, 
WEST END) BILL [Lords]. 


| MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 


(FINANCE) BILL [Lords]. 

ST. NEOTS WATER BILL [Lords]. 
STRETFORD GAS BILL [Lords]. 
WICK AND PULTENEY HAROURS BILL 
[Lords]. 

Ordered, that the Bills be read a 
second time. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
(Standing Orders applicable thereto 
complied with).—Mr. Speaker laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
That, in the case of the following Bills, 
referred on the First Reading thereof, the 
Standing Orders which are applicable 
thereto have been complied with, viz. : 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BLLL. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 

PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time to-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 

(No Standing Orders applicable). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 
from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bills, referred on the first 
reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz.— 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


Ordered, that the Bills be read a second | 


time to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 
; (Standing Orders not 
inquired ‘into not complied with.) 


Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report | 


from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 


following Bill, originating in the Lords, | 


and referred on the first reading thereof, 
the Standing Orders not previously 
inquired into, and which are applicable 


thereto, have not been complied with, | 


viz.— 
MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (PILOTAGE) BILL [Lords]. 
Ordered, that the Report be refered to 
the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 
BELFAST CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY AND TOWN 
GAS BILL [Lords]. 
GLASTONBURY WATER BILL [Lords]. 
QUEEN’S FERRY BRIDGE BILL [Lords]. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments, 
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HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK BILL 
[Lords]. 


ST. ALBANS GAS BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


LONDON WATER (PURCHASE) BILL. 


Order of the day for the SEconD 
READING read. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
| Before the House proceeds to discuss the 
Second Reading of this Bill, I wish to 
say that as the Royal Commission which 
is considering this question has not yet 
reported, it is almost impossible to come 
to a decision in regard to this Bill while 
‘that Commission is sitting. I move to 
discharge the Order for the Second 
Reading. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


“That the Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading be discharged.” —(Mr. Stuart.) 


*Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : I have a 
|motion on the Paper for the direct rejec- 
tien of this Bill, and I confess that I 
should have been rather glad if it had 
| been convenient to move that motion, 
/ and ask the House to reject this Bill on 
Second Reading on the grounds of general 
policy. I cannot however but be content 
with the motion of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite for the withdrawal of this Bill, 
but I wish to take formal notice of what 
he has said. He stated that it would be 
impossible for this House to come to a 
satisfactory decision pending the issuing 
of the report of the Royal Commission. 
Personally, I cordially agree with that 
view, and I only wish the hon. Member 
| and his friends had come to that decision 
| some time ago. If my hon. friend’s argu- 
_ment has any force now, it had greater 
‘force last autumn, when the County 
Council resolved to promote their scheme 
of Water Bills in this Session of Parlia- 
ment. The Royal Commission is now 
/sitting, and it is notorious that the 
|Report of the Royal Commission will 
/not be presented to Parliament in suffi- 
cient time for legislation to take effect 
| this year. This fact was pointed out to 
the hon. Gentleman opposite and _ his 
friends, but they disregarded that 
| objection, and proceeded to introduce 
'their gigantic scheme, a portion of 
‘which is now before us. I think 
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it would have been indeed well if, 
the hon. Member and his friends had | 
seen before how absurd and how futile it | 
was to present to Parliament such a/| 
scheme while the Royal Commission | 
was sitting to decide the essential points | 
which were dealt with in this Bill. What | 
has happened? Fears have been un-| 
necessarily excited upon this subject, and 
a great problem which ought to have 
been solved as quickly as possible has 
been brought into the arena of politics. 
I do not wish now to dwell on the 
past, and I welcome what the hon. gentle- 
man has said. I welcome the fact that 
he recognises that practically it would be | 
impossible for this House to come to any 
decision upon this great question until 
the Royal Commission has reported. I 
gather from that statement tliat the hon. 
Member and his friends attach great im- 
portance to the Report of that Commission, 
and I hope when this question next comes 
before the House it will be found in the 
shape of a Bill not promoted by the 
majority of the London County Council 
actuated by party motives, but as an 
authoritative measure introduced by the 
Government and based upon the Report 
of the Royal Commission. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
desire to draw attention to the fact that 
the unfortunate London ratepayer has 
had to pay very heavily for all this. The 
London County Council bring these Bills 
forward at enormous expense, and then 
they find out, as the hon. Member oppo- 
site has said, that it is advisable that the 


measures should be withdrawn pending | 


the report of the Commission. It must 
be borne in mind that the smaller rate- 
payers now are very heavily taxed, and 
this is not the first time this sort of thing 
has happened, and I protest against this 
unnecessary and extravagant expendi- 
ture. 


Mr. STUART: An imputation has 
been put upon my conduct by the hon. 
Member opposite, otherwise I had no in- 
tention of raising a debate in this House. 


It must not be in any way inferred by the | 
hon. Gentleman and his friends that my | 


withdrawal of this Bill is in any way an 
undertaking that the Report of the Royal 
Commission will be accepted by my 
friends or by myself. Our position is 


perfectly clear as to this Bill, and per- 
fectly harmonious with itself. 


When the 
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Royal Commission was appointed I made 
the statement that I thought it was 
a very unfortunate thing, and that 
it would have the effect of a large 
number of concessions being granted to 
the companies, and that it would result 
in absolutely putting a stop to any pur- 
chase Bills being proceeded with while 
the Commission was sitting, and that has 
turned out to be the case. Following that 
line, we introduced no purchase Bills in 
1898, when so many concessions were 


' given to the Water Companies. | entirely 


object to the statement of the hon. Mem- 
ber that at the beginning of this Session 
or at the end of last year it was generally 
‘known that the Commission would not 
report for another vear. In February I 
moved that the question should be put 
forward to a certain date in order that 
'we might give the Commission a chance 
| of reporting earlier. It is perfectly clear 
that the Report will not be in the hands 
/of Members for some time, and that 
‘it will be then too late to be dealt 
with in connection with this Bill. 
This Bill has been withdrawn in 
| deference to the wishes of the House, 
'and I have taken a course which I think 
every Member of the House must desire. 
Under circumstances of great difficulty I 
have endeavoured to keep this Bill so that 
it might wait until the Royal Commis- 
sion has reported. That, I think, is a 
very proper motive. If this Commission 
| had reported within a reasonable time, as 
‘we hoped it would have done by 
| keeping this Bill before the House, we 
should have saved a whole year’s delay, 
which is of extreme importance. This 
delay is not due to my action, but 
entirely to the action of the Govern- 
ment in appointing this Commis- 
sion, which now stands in the way of any 
such Bill as this being proceeded with. It 
is quite clear that if proceeded with we 
could not arrive at a decision. I hope I 
have made my position clear to the hon. 
| Gentleman and to the House. 


| Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.) : It 
is a great pity that my hon. friend did 
not take the advice given him when the 
County Council were considering the 
question of these purchase Bills, to the 
effect that it would be absurd for the 
Council to bring in a Bill until the Royal 
| Commission had reported upon the ques- 
| tions which would be submitted to them. 
Everyone knew perfectly well that the 
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Royal Commission could not by any 
possibility report in time for this Session. 
They have not reported, and I think it is 
within the knowledge of almost everyone 
that the question which is before the 
Royal Commission is so enormous and 
deals with so many interests that it 
would have been practically impossible 
for them to present any Report to this 
House in time for legislation this Session. 
It is reasonable and quite expected that 
after the evidence which the Royal Com- 
mission will receive has been concluded 
they will take some time to consider their 
Report, and I shall not be at all surprised 
if it is two or three months before we 
see it. I feel rather strongly upon this 
subject, because, besides the cost to the 
ratepayers, which has already been 
alluded to, I think some consideration 
should also be shown to the Water Com- 
panies, who have been very much 
harassed during this Session, and have 
had to incur very considerable expense 
in the matter. I can only say that, in 
my opinion, this Bill was premature, and 
Iam only surprised that the promoters 
of it have kept it alive so long, for they 
must have known that the moment they 
brought it before the House it would 
receive its quietus. 

Question put and agreed to. 

Order for Second Reading discharged, 
and Bill withdrawn. 


FRIENDS PROVIDENT INSTITUTION 
BILL [Lords] (STAMP DUTIES). 
Committee to consider of authorising 
the imposition of certain Stamp Duties 
upon certain Memorials under any Act of 
the present Session relating to the Friends 
Provident Institution (Queen’s Recom- 
mendation signified), To-morrow. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 4.) 

Bill to confirm a Provisional Order of 
the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to the Dean’s Grange Joint Burial 
Board District, ordered to be brought in 


by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and | 


Mr. Solicitor General for Ireland. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
“To confirm a Provisional Order of the 
Local Government Board for Ireland re- 
lating to the Dean’s Grange Joint Burial 
Board District,” presented accordingly, 
and read the first time; to be referred to 


{ 
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'the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 324.] 


PETITIONS. 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT, 1872. 
Petition from Todmorden, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Monifieth, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 


Petition from Croydon, for alteration ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour: from  Soothill 
Wood ;—Cwm _ Colling ;—Oakingates ; 
Altham ;—-and, West Kiveton Collieries ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour ;—from Aberdeen ; 

and, Ardrossan ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petition from Kingston-upon-Hull, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour ;—from St. Ger- 

mans ;-- Westleton ;— Walpole ;—- Cheb- 

sey ;—and, Rochdale; to lie upon the 


Table. 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS (CHILDREN 
WORKING FOR WAGES). 
Return presented,—relative thereto 
[ordered 28th April 1898 ; Mr. Spicer] ; 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 205.] 
EAST INDIA (EXAMINATIONS FOR 
THE CIVIL SERVICE). 
Copy presented,—of Regulations for 
Examinations for the Civil Service of 
India [hy Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 


GAS COMPANIES (METROPOLIS). 
Copy presented,—of Accounts of the 
Metropolitan Gas Companies for the year 
1898 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 206.] 
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POLLING DISTRICTS (CARNARVON). 


Copy presented,—of Order made by the | 
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THE ARMENIAN PRELACY. 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 


County Council of Carnarvon dividing | beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 


into two parts the Penmorfa Polling | for 


Foreign Affairs whether Her 


District of the County [by Act]; to lie Majesty's Government will represent to 


upon the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACTS 
(WHITE LEAD FACTORIES). 


Copy presented,—of Special Rules with 
iegard to the employment of persons in 
White Lead Factories [by Act]; to lie 


upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND) ACT, 1877. 


Copy presented,—of Four Orders in 
Council dated 13th May, 1899, giving 
effect to the Rules of Court under The 
Local Government (Ireland) Act 1898 [by | 


Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 





QUESTIONS. 
TRAINING OF VOLUNTEEK OFFICERS. 
Sir HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 


Central): I beg to ask the Under Secre- | 
tary of State for War, why Officers of | 


the Volunteer Force are not allowed the 
privilege of sergeants and privates of 
training themselves for the Country’s 


service with regiments near which civil | 


duties may call them away from the head 
quarters of their own corps: and, if, 
having regard to the deficiency of officers 
in the Force, the Secretary of State will 
consider the re-adjustment of this ine- 
quality, and at the same time review the 
conditions under which the refundment 
of the equipment allowance granted to 
officers passing school are required from 
regiments. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
For WAR (Mr. G. Wynpuam, Dover) : 
Officers are required to perform their 
drills with their own corps, as it is their 


‘the Sultan the injury done to the 
| Armenian archbishop and bishops, who 
_are forcibly detained in the monastery of 
| St. James at Jerusalem without trial, and 
| without knowing for what offences they 
| have been exiled from their dioceses: 
|And, whether, seeing that those _pre- 
‘lates are men of high character, the 
Secretary of State will communicate on 
| the subject with the Powers which are 
parties to Articles 61 and 62 of the 
Berlin Treaty. 


| *THE UNDER-SECRETARY or 
| STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
| St. JoHN Broprick (Surrey, Guildford) ; 
| Inquiries are being made as to the posi- 
_tion of these prelates, and I am afraid I 
/cannot at present make any statement 
with regard to them. 


COMMERCIAL EDUCATION. 
Sm HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 


| ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Education, who represented 
this country at the recent Conference con- 
vened by the Italian Government upon 
Commercial Education, and when his 
report will be published ; and if, in con- 
nection with the proposed scheme for 
establishing the University of London in 
the Imperial Institute, it will be possible 
for Her Majesty’s Government to make 
it a condition with the Senate of the 
University that the University shall 
establish a Chair of Commercial Educa- 
tion and grant diplomas of knowledge 
in commercial science, bearing in mind 
that the United Kingdom possesses no 
Schools of Commerce similar to those at 
Paris, Antwerp, Leipzig, Vienna, Moscow, 
and other Continental centres. 


duty to instruct and guide the men under | 


their command and for this purpose a | 
personal knowledge of them is indispen- | 


sable. The Secretary of State is not 


prepared to remit this obligation, nor to | 


relax the conditions upon which the outfit 
allowance is granted. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I beg to 


give notice that at the earliest opportunity | 


I will call attention to the hardship 
arising from this arrangement. 


THE SECRETARY to tue LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
'RUSSELL, TYRONE, 8.) (FoR Sir J. 
Gorst): Captain Abney represented this 
country. His report is in course of pre- 
paration. It is not possible to say when 
it will be published. The Government 
cannot at present interfere with the 
scheme for establishing the University of 
London, which has been entrusted by 
Parliament to a Commission. 
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CLAPHAM SORTING OFFICE. 
Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 


Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to | 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 


master General, whether the duties of the 
four postmen whose places are vacant at 


formed by casuals, will be allotted to the 


assistant postmen (ex-Army men) who | 


have passed the Civil Service examination 
and been waiting seven months for the 
appointment. 


THE SECRETARY To tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. R. W. HAnbBusy, Preston) : 
The vacancies referred to will not be 
allotted to ex-Army Assistant Post- 
men, as there are many ex-Telegraph 
Messengers with prior claims still to be 
provided for. I may explain that at the 
time the arrangement was made for 
giving 50 per cent. of the postmen’s 


places to reserve men, it was also 
stipulated that certain telegraph 
messengers who entered the service 


before April, 1897, and who were of a 
certain age, should have a prior claim 
over the others. These claims are not 
yet worked out, but they soon will be. 


THE PUNJAUB WAR AND THE TIRAH 
CAMPAIGN. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War, whether medals and clasps for 
service in the last Punjaub War and the 
Tirah Campaign, 1897-8, have been 
issued to Officers and men of the Bengal 
Staff Corps entitled thereto ; and, if not, 
what is the cause of the delay, and when 
the distribution will take place. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
the Secretary of State for India will be 
prepared to answer this question to- 
morrow. 

COMMIS. 


THE ANGLO - AMERICAN 


SION. 


Si EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
land): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if he will be good 
enough to inform the House whether the | 
Anglo-American Commission is to re- 
assemble ; if so, when ? Can he state the 
nature and extent of the differences 
alleged to exist between the American 
and Canadian members of the Commis- | 
sion; and whether the whole or any 


{1 Jun 1899} 





Poor Luw Schools. 82 


| portion of the points at issue are to be 
| referred to arbitration ? 


*Mr. BRODRICK: 
adjourned until 2nd August. 


The Commission 
Negotia- 


|tions are still proceeding, and it is 


Clapham Sorting Office, now being per- | ‘mpossible to make any statement at 


present. 


RUSSIAN CLAIMS IN CHINA. 


Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): 1 beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether, 
within a few days after signing the recent 
railway agreement of 28th April last 
between this country and Russia, the 
Russian Minister at Pekin made a demand 
on the Chinese Government for a con- 
cession for a branch railway from a point 
on the Trans-Manchuria Railway to 
Pekin, so as to connect Port Arthur and 
Pekin ; whether the Chinese Government 
refused this demand ; whether our repre- 
sentative at Pekin has conveyed to the 
Chinese Government an assurance given 
by Count Muravieff to our Ambassador 
at St. Petersburg that Russia had not 
demanded a concession, but only made a 
friendly request that China should con- 
cede in principle the right to build such 
2 railway when applied for by Russian 
subjects ; whether our Government knew 
of the intention of Russia to make this 
demand or friendly request when they 
signed the railway agreement of 28th 
April ; and whether all the papers con- 
nected with this matter will be laid 
upon the table of the House before the 
Foreign Office Estimates come up for 
consideration ? 


Mr. BRODRICK: The answer to 
questions 1 and 2 is in the affirmative. 
As regards the remaining questions, com- 
munications have been and are passing 
between the two Governments. I hope 
to present papers relating to the Northern 
Railway before the Foreign Office Vote is 
discussed next week ; but it will not he 
possible to include those relating to the 
subject matter of this question, which is 
still under discussion. 


INSTRUCTION IN POOR LAW 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr. JAMES STUART (Shoreditch, 
Hoxton) :I beg to ask the President of 
the Local Government Board whether he 
has received a letter from the Guardians 
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of the Poor of Shoreditch, bringing under | 
his notice the subject of elementary | 
education in Poor Law schools and its | 
severance from the Education Depart- 
ment, and asking that the education in 
Poor Law schools should be placed under 
the Education Department ; whether he is 
prepared to take any steps to carry out 
this wish; and what reply he has 
given to the Guardians of Shoreditch. I 
may also ask, at the same time, whether 
he has taken any steps to carry out the 
recommendation of the Poor Law Schools 
Committee in reference to placing the 
education of the children in the metro- | 
politan Poor Law schools under the 
inspection of the Education Department ; 
and, if not, what are the difficulties 
which stand in the way; and whether | 
such obstacles require legislation for 
their removal. | 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (for Mr. H. | 
CHAPLIN): I will answer the two ques- | 
tions of the hon. Member together. | 
As regards the first, I have received a | 
letter from the Shoreditch Board of | 
Guardians on this subject. A reply has | 
not at present been sent, as the matter is’ 
receiving my consideration. As regards 
the second question, I communicated with 
the Education Department with reference 
to the recommendation of the Poor Law 
Schools Committee that Poor Law Schools 
should be inspected by inspectors of that 
Department so far as the education work | 
in the schools is concerned. The Educa- 
tion Department, however, felt a difficulty 
in assenting to this arrangement, unless 
the inspection of the schools was trans- 
ferred to them in its entirety, including 
not only the education given in the 
schoolroom but also the boarding and 
other arrangements. In this I was 
unable to concur. Pending the settle- 
ment of the question temporary arrange- 
ments have been made for the inspection 
of the schools. Legislation would prob- 
ably be necessary in connection with any 
transfer of duties in this matter. 


THE COMPTROLLER AND AUDITOR- 
GENERAL. | 


Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouth, N.): I) 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether Mr. Mills is shortly about to | 
retire from the post of Comptroller and | 
Auditor-General ; whether any promise | 
of appointment to this post has been 
made in anticipation of the retirement of 
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Mr. Mills; and whether there is any 
foundation for the statement that the 
Government contemplate appointing 4 
gentleman who has had no previous con. 
nection with the Exchequer and Audit 
Department, and who has had no train. 
ing or experience appropriate to the 
important duties exercised by the Comp. 
troller and Auditor-General. 


THE FIRST LORD or THE TREA. 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester 
E.): Ido not feel called upon to make 
any statement in regard to an appoint. 
ment to a place not yet vacant ; but when 
the time comes and the appointment is 
made I shall, of course, accept all the 
responsibility. 


|REDEMPTION OF IRISH TITHE RENT. 


CHARGE. 

Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, 
N.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is 
aware that the Irish Land Commission 
had, prior to the Land Act of 1896, no 
power to compulsorily redeem tithe rent- 
charge issuing out of an estate sold by 
them ; that it became the practice to sell 
the estate to the occupying purchasers in- 
demnified against the payment of the tithe 
rent-charge, and to retain so much of the 
purchase money as would when invested 
yield sufficient income to meet the tithe 
rent-charge so accruing ; that the Act of 
1896, not being retrospective, gave no 
relief in relation to prior proceedings; if 
he could see his way to inform the 
House in how many cases the Land Com- 
mission are still retaining part of the 
purchase money of estates in order to 
meet the liability to tithe rent-charge, 
and the total amount of moneys so re- 
tained; ard whether he is prepared to 
afford the owners of such funds so re- 
tained by way of indemnity facilities to 
vary the tithe rent-charge, though no 
longer entitled to an estate in the lands, 
or to compulsorily redeem such tithe 
rent-charge so as to liberate the balance 
of the indemnity fund after such re 
demption. 


*Tar CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. BALFrour, Leeds Cen- 
tral): The facts of the case are not quite 
correctly set forth in the first paragraph ; 
but the matter is somewhat too com- 
plicated to explain within the limits of 
an answer to a question. With regard 
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to the second paragraph, it is believed | but murder also; and also to the state- 
that the case of the arvhie of Bath was | ment of the jury in their verdict that the 
the only one in which a fund was retained | authorities should take more active 
in Court to provide for the payment of | measures to preserve the peace at the 
Tithe Rent Charge which the lands | Custom House steps on Sunday ; and, 
were liable and sold subject to, but with what steps the Irish Government pro- 
an indemnity against, such liability. There pose to take to put a _ stop to 
is a considerable number of cases in which | these incitements to violence. I 
the redemption moneys of tithes redeemed desire further to ask the Chairman a 
have not been allocated by reason of the | question of which I have sent him private 
obstacles arising from the decision in the | notice, viz., whether the language in- 
Marquis of Bath’s Estate and the existence sulting to Catholic priests and nuns used 
of superior interests ; but to compile a | on Sunday May 21 at the Custom House 
return of these cases would occupy much | steps was repeated by Mr. Trew on 
time, and involve the examination of the last Sunday evening; whether there 
Estate Accounts and Recordsin the cases have been any serious disturbances in 
of all Estates in which there were retainers consequence; how many police were 
upon funds to credit. In answer to the | present last Sunday, and whether the 
third paragraph, Tithe Rent Charge not | right hon. Gentleman intends to draft 
redeemed would, under the Bill recently | extra police into Belfast for next Sunday, 
introduced, be automatically varied, and 

I presume it would be for the Commission *Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have 
to consider whether, if the Tithe Rent| only just received notice of the 
Charge were reduced, any part of the additional Question just put to me 
indemnity fund might properly be re-| by the hon. Gentleman. I am_ not 


leased. aware whether the insulting language re- 
ates e mea ferred to was repeated last Sunday ; and 
BELFAST (PUBLIC MEETINGS). I do not think it necessary ren provide 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to ask | ¢xtra police for next Sunday, neither can 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 1 say at the moment how many police- 
of Ireland whether his attention has been ™en were on duty last Sunday. In re- 
drawn to the proseedings at the Custom gard to the question on the Paper, my 
House steps in Belfast on Sunday 20th attention has been directed to the pro- 
May, when a man named James Davies ceedings at the Custom House steps in 
was killed in the course of a riot which Belfast on Sunday, the 21st, on which 
sprang from those proceedings ; whether | 0ccasion a man named James Davies 
he is aware that for many weeks  Teceived injuries which resulted in his 
language of a most provocative character ‘death the following day. The Govern- 
has been used at the meetings held at ment have received from the coroner 
these steps on Sunday afternoons, that Copies of the depositions of the witnesses 
charges of a most filthy character have examined at the inyuest held on Thurs- 
been made against Roman Catholic nuns day last touching the death of Davies, 
by a man named Ballantine, also that and of the finding of the coroner's jury. 
an attack on a Roman Catholic con-| The statements in the second and third 
vent in Belfast was made by a Paragraphs are substantially correct, 
mob the week before last; whether except that, as regards the alleged attack 
his attention has been drawn to by a mobon a Roman Catholic convent 
the statement of the coroner of Belfast, at in Belfast, the police have no information 
the inquest on Davies, that the evidence of any such attack and have no reason to 
had shown that Mr. Ballantine was a believe that such an attack was made. 
man totally unfitted to preach the | The depositions have only reached me to- 
Gospel; that if there was one thing | day, and the question of taking further 
— would excite religious feeling and action 1s now under consideration. 
itterness in the city it was the attack ele Be me 
made on the nuns al the nunnery in the ae oe eee ee 


Cranlin Road ; and, with reference to the Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, EF.) : 
statement made by Mr. Ballantine that I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
the deaths were not registered, more in-|sury what Supply will be taken _to- 
morrow, and whether Orders of the Day 
Nos. 3 and 5 will be taken to-night ? 


sulting language could not have been 
used—not only was immorality suspected, 


| 
| 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As to-night is 
one of the allotted days for Supply, I 
shall take nothing to-night but Supply. 
As regards to-morrow, the first vote taken 
will be the vote for the Local Govern- 
ment Board. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.): 
And next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday 
we shall discuss the vote for Lord 
Kitchener. On Tuesday, as at present 
advised, I propose to take the London 
Government Bill or the Finance Bill. 
That may be open to alteration to- 
morrow. 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield) : 
What will be the second Order on 
Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say 
yet. I do not know whether we shall 
be fortunate enough to get through the 
Lord Kitchener discussion at an early hour 
or not. 


NEW MEMBER SWORN, 


Sir George Angustus Pilkington, 
knight, for South-West Lancashire 


(Southport Division). 


BELFAST (PUBLIC MEETINGS). 
MOTION ror THE ADJOURNMENT or 
THE HOUSE. 

Mr. DILLON, member for East Mayo 
rose in his place, and asked Jeave to move 
the adjournment of the House for the 
purpose of discussing a definite matter of 
urgent public importance, viz., “the per- 
sistent holding of disorderly and riotous 
public meetings in the City of Belfast, 
and the grave danger to the public peace 
resulting from these proceedings, and 
from the inaction of the executive” ; but 
the pleasure of the House not having been 
signified, Mr. Speaker called on those 
members who supported the motion to 
rise in their places, and not less than 
forty members having accordingly 
risen :— 


Mr. DILLON: In reply to a question 
I put to him just now, the Chief Secretary 
stated that the depositions forwarded to 
him in connection with an inquest held 
in the city of Belfast on Friday last have 
only just reached him, and he apparently 
gave that as a reason for his not having | 
made up his mind as to the action which | 
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he ought to take in regard to the meet. 
ings on the Custom House steps at Bel. 
fast and the general condition of the city, 
That is a very strange attitude for a res. 
ponsible Minister of the Crown to take 
up, and it becomes still more strange 
| when he states he does not intend to 
| draft any extra police force into the city 
|to ensure that public liberty is safe. 
guarded. What are the facts? On 
Sunday week, the 21st May, in pursuance 
of an evil custom which has been in force 
for years, meetings were being held on 
the Custom House steps and addressed 
by rival preachers ; the result was thata 
| riot took place, and in the rush of the 
|crowd a man named James Davies was 
knocked down, sustaining injuries which 
'soon after culminated in his death in 
hospital. The inquest was held on the 
25th May, and the evidence adduced 
showed that on the occasion three meet- 
ings were in progress—one conducted by 
Mr. Galbraith, a temperance preacher, on 
behalf of a society called the Christian 
Endeavcurcis, and a second by a Mr. 
Ballantine who claimed to represent the 
orthodox Protestants. At the inquest 
evidence was given which he would like 
to draw attention to. Mr. Galbraith in 
his evidence was asked as to the language 
used by Mr. Ballantine. Let me read 
exactly what occurred, as reported. Mr 
Galbraith was asked :— 

“Coming to last Sunday, did he make use 
of any observation to which you took excep- 
tion ?— Oh, yes ; he made several observations. 

‘*Give us some of them ?—The principal one 
was the remark that in the nunnery on the 
Crumlin Road births occurred which were not 
registered, and deaths also. 

‘** You heard him say that ?—Yes I heard him 
distinctly say that. 

“ What did you infer from that ?—I would 
infer that the nuns had given birth to children 
which they murdered, ard also that the 
coroner hadn’t been doing his duty when those 
deaths were left unrecorded. Your Honour, 
that is the inference I took. I am speaking 
on my oath. 

“Don’t you know as a matter of law that 
both births and deaths must be registered ?— 
I can’t say, sir; I’m not very well 7 in law. 

“You addressed your meeting on the subject 
—what was the nature of your remarks, can 
you say ?—‘ A nation’s curse.’ 

‘Was your discourse directed upon Mr. 
Ballantine’s remarks? What did you say ?— 
I said that, asa citizen and a Protestant, I 


_ protested that such statements should be made 
/ at such a time; that the remark was entirely 
'unchristian, and calculated to embitter the 


feelings between Protestants and Roman 
Catholics. That was whatI said, so far as my 
memory serves me. 
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“Did you incite the crowd to remove him 
from the steps and prevent him speaking? 
_No; I said to them to do nothing about the 
steps that would bring discredit and disgrace 
to the city of Belfast. 

“Asa result of these remarks made by him 
did anything happen ?—Not just then. He 
qlso said that the wall of the convent was 
knocked down in order to let the priests 
goin at night. 


This was the language used in the hear- 
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| 


ing of the people in a whole row of | 


Catholic houses. Was it not enough to 
set men’s blood on fire? Then the 
Witness was further examined by the 
Coroner as follows :— 


“The Coroner: Did you hear him say any- 
thing about Christian Endeavourers going to 
hell ?—I held my meeting under the auspices 
of the C.E. I had a C.E. badge on, and it 
was the badge that attracted his attention. 
He said—in fact he named my name—that 
Christian Endeavourers were all taking the 
power out of God’s hands. He also asked 
what was the difference between the Roman 
Catholics. I may say that I worship in a 
Methodist church, the pastor of which is a 
converted Roman Catholic, the Rev. P. L. 
Donovan. That was the meaning of the 
remark he made to the crowd. 
these people were going to hell straight. 

“The Coroner: Did you consider that that 
was preaching the gospel of peace ?—I did not, 
sir.” 


Having disposed in this manner of the 
Roman Catholics, he denounced in similar 
terms the Presbyterians, Methodists, and 
Christian Endeavourers. I am prepared 
for scepticism on this point, and I cer- 
tainly cannot understand any responsible 
Minister of the Crown tolerating such 
language. What was the police evidence ? 
—Let me read it— 

Constable Joseph Deasy, Glengall Street 
Barracks, said he was on duty at the Custom 
House steps on Sunday evening last. He saw 
Galbraith and Ballantine there addressing 
meetings. Portions of Mr. Ballantine’s 
remarks was that the Methodists and Presby- 
terians were all going 

The Coroner: Then he included the Presby- 
terians too?—He did. He also said something 
about the Endeavourers. 

The Coroner: That was not very courteous 
tothe strangers. Did he consign the Catholics 
there too ?—No, I didn’t hear him. 

Sergeant Magee: You were a considerable 
distance from him—on the outskirt of the 
crowd ?—T was. 

Did Mr. Galbraith take exception to any of 
these remarks ?-—He did. 

Did you hear what he said ?—I did. 





akel the crowd—‘ Is there any Protestant 
—Methodist or any other denomination— 
going to stand up and listen to that man?” 
or words to that effect. 





He said all | 
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The result of that was, I believe, that a con- 
siderable portion of the audience rushed at 
Mr. Ballantine ?—Yes. 

You have some experience of the meetings 
there ?—Yes, [ have been there for the last six 
months. 

What is the conduct of the crowd attending 
those meetings generally ?—Very bad, gene- 
rally. 

Have the police been obliged to escort 
people for their own protection out of the 
crowd by bringing them to the barracks, 
putting them on trams, &e. ?—Yes, on several 
occasions. On last Sunday week we had 
several. Twice I saw people turned out cut 
and bleeding. 

Would you say as to the subject of the dis- 
courses are they religious or political ?—More 
religious than political. 

The Coroner: I’m afraid there’s not much 
religion in them. 

Sergeant Magee: And are they insulting 
occasionally to different religious denomina- 
tions ?—Yes, from the Lord Mayor down— 
especially Mr. Ballantine. 

The Coroner: In your opinion, sergeant, 
are these meetings on the steps calculated to 
lead to a breach of the peace ?—They are, sir ; 
on some occasions we have great trouble in 
preserving order, especially when Catholics 
are passing there. 


But most important of all is the Coro- 
ner’s summing up. The Coroner (Mr. 


| Finegan) occupies a responsible position. 
He was for many years Conservative 


agent for the county Down, and is one of 
the most respected men in Ireland. I, 
therefore, attach especial importance to 
his views. What was it he said? I will 
read it; 


“Could they conceive anything more caleu- 
lated to foster and intensify that animosity 
than the words used by that so-called preacher 
of the Gospel, words which he himself admitted 
he did use, namely, that in the Convent on the 
Crumlin Road no deaths or births were regis- 
tered. What was the only meaning of those 
words but an accusation against the nuns of 
that convent of immorality, and murder to 
conceal their immorality? That was the 


| naked meaning of the words, used without a 


shadow of foundation, by a man who posed as 
a Gospel teacher for five-and-twenty years. 
He could conceive nothing more scandalous 


‘than such an accusation made without the 


slightest foundation against a community of 
ladies whom he, from his official position, 
knew were doing incalculable good in their 
city. Not content with this, he, with Chris- 
tian charity, which he measured by his own 
standard, consigned Methodists and Presby- 


' terians to perdition, and included with them 


even the strangers and visitors who were 


| enjoying their hospitality that week, the 
He 


members of the Christian Endeavour Conven- 
tion. He thought the time had arrived when 
steps should be taken by the high officials of 
this country to put astop to those speakers 
who thus provoked breaches of the peace in 
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their city, and provoked it, too, standing upon | 


the very property of the Government.” 


And this was language used on the pro- | 
| train leaves Dublin at 5.20 and arrives at the 
| Great Northern Railway here at 9 o’clock, and 
“The jary found a verdict according to the | 


perty of the Government. 


medical evidence. They had not sufficient 
evidence to show by whom the death was 
caused. They were of opinion that the autho- 
rities should take more active measures to 


preserve the peace at the Custom House steps | 


on Sunday.” 


That occurred on 21st May, and one 
would suppose that the Executive Govern- 
ment of Ireland would have done some- 
thing in the interval to see that decent 
order was maintained. They knew what 
had been going on the previous Sunday, 
and that the same class of thing had been 
going on for six months. But what did 
they do? On the following Sunday— 
that is, last Sunday— at the same place 
where this poor man was killed, and 
within two days after the inquest had 
been held upon him, another gentleman 
turned up, a preacher of the Gospel. A 
friend of mine, whose name I can give if 
necessary, writes me to the following 
effect on the 29th May :— 

~ Referring to my letter of 27th regarding 
the conduct at Custom House steps, Belfast, 
yesterday Trew repeated what Ballantine had 
said the previous Sunday about the immoral 
relations between priests and nuns, and said 


very likely Finegan (the coroner) had himself | J 
| and the police repeatedly charged.” 


a latch-key for the back door of the convent.” 


That was the language of a Christian 
apostle ! Then—this is important, because 
it bears out absolutely all I have said in 
regard to the Belfast mob 


“he then referred to the coming demonstra- 
tion, and said the rebels would be kept to the 
slums, but the anti-demonstration would make 
the soldiers and police keep the city of Belfast 
proper for them, they would march where they 
chose and show that they were the masters of 
Relfast. The constabulary sports are to be 
held next Saturday. He advises them as 
Protestants not to support them, but on Satur- 
day they would assemble and march to the 
grounds where the sports are to be held, for 
what purpose he did not exactly specify. But 
previous to this he said he understood amongst 
other flags over the tents on the ground there 
would be a green flag, ‘and [ promise you that 
flag will come down more quickly than the 
police ran down the Shankill Road last June.’ ” 


That was a reference to the occasion when 
the mob hunted the police down the 
Shankill Road, and when three policemen 
were carried to the hospital after a 
furious riot. 
“ He then proceeded to deliberately incite to | 
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are a number of rebel bands coming from 
Dublin and other places for the rebel 
demonstration. Some will come on Saturday 
evening and some on Sunday evening. The 


I hope you will be there to give them a hot 
reception.’ ” 


Is that language which, ina city like 
Belfast, ought to be used? One of the 
reasons why I havemoved the adjournment 


| of the House is that such language has been 


allowed. Are these murderous ruffians— 
for that is the only appropriate word to 
employ—to be permitted to lie in wait at 
the Great Northern Railway station to 
attack the Nationalists? Is there any 
decent pretext why the authorities should 
not prevent these things ? 


‘* Surely the Government will send an extra 
force of police. The town is seething with 
excitement. The result of not sending extra 
police would be that more than half the men 
on ordinary beat duty in the streets would 
be drawn away, whereas in every portion of 
the town they would require to be doubled, 
and in some places trebled. This is an im- 
portant point, and should be strongly urged. 
At all these times there occur very bad cases 
of assault in many parts of the city owing 
to the want of sufficient police patrols. [ 
omitted to state that Trew wound up by a 
furious tirade upon the police, the result of 
which was a furious onslaught on the police- 
men present, and for a length of time there 
was furious rioting, the mob tlirowing stones 
in the most desperate manner at the police, 


Seven or eight men were arrested and 
brought up before the magistrates next 
morning, when the police-sergeant gave 
evidence as to Trew’s presence in the mob, 
and that 800 men pursued two men 
a great distance amid continuous vol- 
leys of stones. Brave Belfast men! 
One thing I am entitled to ask, and that 
is, What measures are the Government 
going to take for the preservation of the 
peace on Sunday and on Monday next! 
On the Monday there is to be a great 
Nationalist demonstration in Belfast. It 
was announced to take place four weeks 
ago. As they did last year, the organisers 
have left the order of route to the discre- 
tion of the magistrates of Belfast. They 
are going to follow the route so laid 
down, avoiding the Protestay quarters. 
Last week, under the inspiracion of the 
gentleman whose language I have quoted, 
a counter demonstration was organised, 
and the intention is announced that they 


| will traverse Belfast, not by a route fixed 


by the Magistrates, but at their own sweet 


murder. Here are his words ;—‘ Now, there | will, so that the “rascally rebels” are 


Mr, Dillon, | 
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to be kept to the slums. More than that, | if they went there they would not come 


they have chosen a route so that they 
will cross a main avenue up which, a few 
minutes before, the Nationalists will be 
marching. Is it to be tolerated that this 
Orange mob are to be permitted to march 
hither and thither in every direction for 
the purpose of exciting a riot? It is not 
because I am speaking for the Nationalists 


of Belfast that I take this step. The | 


Nationalists of Belfast have on many 
occasions done things of which I dis- 
approved. Once they maintained a 
riot for weeks against odds. But is 
that civilisation? Ought not any 
Government to be ashamed who will 
not secure the right of the people of 
Belfast to walk in peace through the 
streets of their own city? When I re- 
mind the House of what occurred last 
year, it will be admitted that I am justi- 
fied in the action I have taken to-day. I 
then went down to Belfast to a Nationa- 
list demonstration. I must acknowledge 
the most creditable and courageous 
language used by the hon. Member for 
South Belfast, who denounced the pro- 
ceedings of his own friends, and con- 
demned any interference with the 
Nationalist demonstration. The Nationa- 
lists, he said, have as good a right to walk 
through the streets of Belfast as the 
Orangemen, and he said he would 
spend a month in gaol in order to vindi- 
dicate their right to march through the 
streets of Belfast. Well, till last year, 
no riots had taken place for years. It is 
no answer to my argument to say, ‘ Why 
don’t the Nationalists give up their 
meetings?’ I reply, ‘Why don’t the 
Orangemen give up their meetings?’ 
Why should the citizens of this free 
country give up their rights in deference 
to the threats of a scoundrel like that 
whose language I have quoted? They 
have as good a right to meet as any 
citizens of this country, so long as they 
conduct themselves decently and conform 
to the regulations. It is idle to speak 
of the Nationalists being responsible. 
It is the business of the Government not 
to allow these Orangemen to put down 
the Nationalist meeting anncunced three 


weeks ago, and to maintain the peace, | 


and I have a right to demand that the 
Government should do so. Well, last 
year I was informed that if I went to 
Belfast I would be murdered. Several 
letters to that effect were sent to me. 
And other Nationalists were warned that 


} 





out alive. However, I went to Belfast 
and found that the magistrates had laid 
down the route of the Catholic procession. 
But in deference to the threats of the 
mob the magistrates altered the route 
of the procession, and acting on my 
advice the Nationalists consented to the 
change, and at the last moment_they had, 
consequently, to alter all their arrange- 
ments. What was the result? There 
| were more than 10,000 men in the line of 
procession and an enormous multitude at 
the sides. The police force was utterly 
inadequate, but the Protestant mob were 
afraid to attack the procession for two 
reasons—first, because the Catholics were 
more numerous, and, second, because the 
fighting iron men were at work. When 
the procession was over the Nationalists 
went home peaceably, but hours after- 
wards the iron men joined the Protestant 
mob, and they attacked the police so 
furiously that 103 policemen had te 


be carried to the hospital, where 
their wounds were dressed. At the 
time the attack was made on _ the 


police, there was not a sign of the 
Catholic demonstration. The mob of 
Belfast warned the executive Government 
that they wonld not allow any extra 
police to be brought in, and the unfor- 
tunate police force were utterly insufficient 
to cope with the enormous fighting crowd 
sweeping through the streets. Order 
was not restored until the military 
appeared, and then they cheered the 
military and shook hands with them. 
Now, is this going to be repeated on 
Monday next? Are the police of Belfast 
to be hammered by these ruffians without 
any reinforcements, or is the Govern- 
ment going to bring in such an over- 
whelming force as will teach these people 
once and for all that they must keep the 
peace, and behave like civilized human 
beings, or stand the consequences ? They 
area very bad mob on both sides, and a 
Protestant mob, like all disorderly mobs, 
do very cowardly things, as I have shown 
from the extract I have read. The worst 
thing that an executive Government ever 
did if they wished to keep the peace, was 
to put into the minds of the Orange mob 
at Belfast that they were afraid of them. 
If Mr. Trew and Mr. Ballantine are to be 
allowed to lay down the law to the 
magistrates of Belfast and the executive 
Government, then you may prepare for 
a very lively time in Belfast, 
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Motion made and Question proposed— | 


“That this House do now adjourn’ (Mr. | 
Dillon). 


Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 


Central): The hon. Member for East | 
Mayo has moved the adjournment 
of the House to call attention to) 
what he calls a matter of public 


urgency, which I take to be, the lan-| 


guage used by a Mr. Ballantine on the 
Custom House steps, Belfast, on Sunday. 
But the hon Member did not confine him- 
self to that matter. He has devoted the 


larger part of his speech to events which | 


happened last year, 


stand to be the pith of the matter to which 
the hon. Gentleman called attention in 
moving the adjournment of the House. In | 
reply to a question by the hon. Member | 
I stated that the subject was being con- 
sidered by me. I have only re- 
ceived the depositions of the Coroner 
this morning in connection with the 
loss of life that has taken place in 
consequence of the disturbance at the 
Customs House. The hon. Member says 


he moved the adjournment of the House | 
in order to bring pressure to bear upon | 


the Government with regard to the forth- 
coming meeting at Belfast. 
think “that the hon. Member is likely to 
influence the Government by his speech, 
nor are 
interposition of the hon. Member in the 
character of a supporter of law and order. 
As to the language used by Mr. Ballan- 
tine, I think that even the language of 
the hon. Member himself is hardly 
stronger than the occasion needed, when 
the hon. Member says that Mr. Ballan- 
tine is the representative of the Orthcdox 
Church in Ireland. — Sir, 
that the number 


I feel quite sure 
of persons in Belfast 
who sympathise with the outrageous 
language used by Mr. 
be small irideed. 


Ballantine must 
jut holding that view as 
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and events which | 
may possibly happen on Monday next. [| 
will deal very shortly with what I under- | 


Sir, I do not | 


we likely to be helped by the | 
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I do, I am not prepared to say now what 
| course it would be wise and proper for the 
| Government to take, I must have time 
to deal with the matter. I am com- 
/municating with the authorities on the 
other side of St. George’s Channel in 
order to enable the Government to fully 
consider the matter. I have only had 
the opportunity of considering the depo- 
sitions taken by the coroner this morning, 
after my return from a holiday, and, 
| therefore, I am not now, on a motion for 
|the adjournment, going to give a dif- 
ferent answer from what I have given 
already to a question put by the hon. 
_Member. In connection with the events 
of last Sunday, six men have been con- 
demned to different periods of imprison- 
;ment. The hon. Member has complained 
with reference to the disturbances and 
| Tiots of last year—in whica he was a 
| leader, if not a prominent member—that 
_the Government have not brought a suf- 
“ficient force of police into Belfast. I would 
remind him that a Commission inquired 


'into the riots of 1886, and _ investi. 
| gated all the details, and reported 
| that it was not desirable to draft 


police from the surrounding districts 
| into the city, because doing so would be 
| provocative of more harm than good. 
The magistrates and the Government 
| have subsequently deemed it advisable to 
employ both the military and the police 
for the preservation of the peace, and this 
they did last year when the two pro- 
cessions took place. But I am happy to 
'say that Mr. Trew has, acting on the 
advice of my hon. friend the Member for 
South Belfast, agreed to abandon the 
counter-demonstration. I can assure the 
hon. Member for East Mayo that the 
Government are fully alive to the difli- 
culties of the position, and will take steps 
to deal with any disturbance that may 
arise. 
Question put— 


The House divided :—Ayes, 73 ; Noes, 
125 (Division List No, 165). 
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Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baker, Sir John 

Rarlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) | 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carew, James Laurence 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G.B (Caithness-sh) | 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Engledew, Charles John 
Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Farqukarson, Dr. Robert 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 


Aseroft, Robert 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt.Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt HnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Hrederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, W W Bramston (Hants. ) 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 
Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles, T.Gibson(King’sLynn 
srassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 

tallard, § Sir Harry 
Cam; bell, Rt. Hn.JA (Glasgow 
C haplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. | 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomh,SirJohnt ‘harlesReady 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Vicount 
Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Drage, Geottrey 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Vou. LX XII, 


{1 JuNE 1899} 


AYES. 


| Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 

| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 

| Holland, W. H. (York, W.R.) 

Humphreys- Owen, Arthur C. 

Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 

Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir ilfrid (Cumb.) 

| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington. ) 

| Leng, Sir pa 

| Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

MacAleese, Daniel 

M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Morgan, J Lloyd Carmarthen 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport.) 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 

| Oldroyd, Mark 

| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington, SirG.A 

’ Pirie, Duncan V. 






NOES. 


Flower, Ernest 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CU. Seale- 
Heath, James 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, agg 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, oat Norwich) 
Hornby, Sir W illiam Henry 
Houston, R. P. 
Howell, William Tudor 
| Hozier, Hon. Jas. H. Cecil 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. W. Lawies 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 
Knowles, Lees 
Lafone, Alfred 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence.SirE. Durning-(Corn 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 


.(Lan. SW) 


Llewelyn, SirDillwyn-\(Swnsea | 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long,(olCharlesW. (Evesham 
Long, Rt. HnW ae 
Mac: artney, W. Ellison 
Maclure, Sir (rk William 
M‘Iver,SirLewis(Edinboro’, W 
Meysey -Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milwaid, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

|} Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 


[FOURTH SERIES. | 


| 
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Priestley, Briggs ( Yorks.) 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Reid, Sir - starr Threshie 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs. ) 
Shaw, Caen E. (Stafford) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds 8.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
W oodhouse,SirJ.T. (Hddsf’d.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Yoxall, James Henry 


AYES— 
James 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Dillon and Mr. 
O'Connor. 


Morton, Arthur H.A. Deptford 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Priestley, Sir W.Overend (Edin 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, yrteay 
Pym, GC. ( ry 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8S. ‘Limehouse) 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. cam 
Welby, Lieu.-Col. A. C. 
Williams, Joseph Powell- “i tirm 
Willox, Sir Jouk Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hon E R(Bath 
Vyndham, George 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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SUPPLY [llTH ALLOTED Day]. | 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


CIVIL SERVICE AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-90. 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


1. Motion made and Question 
posed— 


pro- 


‘““That a sum not exceeding £5,522,885 
be granted to Her Majesty to defray the 
charges necessary for the salaries and expenses 
of the Post Office, the Post Otfice Savings 
Banks, Annuities and Securities, and the 


’ 


collection of Post Office revenue.” 


Mr. STEADMAN (Stepney): I rise 
for the purpose of directing the attention 
of the Committee to the dissatisfaction 
which exists in every department of the 
Post Office service, in order to try if 
possible to secure what I consider a very 
reasonable demand, viz., the appoint- 
ment of a Committee composed of Mem- 
bers of this House, to go into the various 
grievances of the Post Office employees. 
On the discussion on the Amendment on 
this subject which was moved to the 
Address, the Secretary to the Treasury 
stated that a Departmental Committee 
had reported, as had also another Com- 
mittee, composed of himself and the 
Postmaster-General, and that therefore 
no further Committee was necessary or 
required. But I should like to point out 
that both these Committees were un- 
satisfactory to the employees. It stands 
to reason that a Departmental Com- 
mittee composed of officials, which con- 
tained only one impartial member—a 
Member of the House of Lords—could 
not be satisfactory to the 160,000 male 
and female employees in the Post Office 
service. I know that the Secretary to 
the Treasury stated that Members of 
this House had no technical knowledge 
of the work of the Post Office. That is 
quite true. I do not presume to have 
any technical or practical knowledge of 
the various departments of the Post Office. 
Members of this House may not have 
the technical knowledge possessed by 
Mr. Carden and other heads of depart- 
ments, yet it does not follow that if 
these gentlemen appeared before an inde- 
pendent committee, composed of Mem- 
bers of this House, they might not be 
able to make their defence more clear 
and definite than they have hitherto 
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/any more than a typewriter. 














(Civil Service Estimates). 100 


done. The Secretary to the Treasury 
also stated that a telegraphist was not 
He gives 
his own case away, because in a later 
part of his speech, he himself says that 
no work is more complicated than the 
work of the Post Office. If the work is 
complicated and technical, it must require 
great skill. If it does not require great 
skill, it cannot be of that complicated 
character which the Secretary to the 
Treasury admits it is. The best reply to 
the statement that a telegraphist is no 
more than a typist is the reply of 
practical men who have knowledge of 
the subject. Dr. Walmsley, C.E., says :— 
‘‘T do not agree with Mr. Hanbury’s state- 
ment. The whole idea of offering additional 
advantages to the operators who quatify in a 
scientific examination proves that the work 
requires a knowledge of applied science.” 
Professor Jefferson, who has an intimate 
knowledge of telegraphy since 18735, says: 
“T am of opinion that the work requires far 
more technical skill than that of a typewriter. 
I can personally vouch for the fact that the 
efficiency of telegraphists has greatly increased 
of late years.” 
Mr. Preece and other scientific men have 
expressed asimilar opinion. We are told 
that the telegraphist is apprenticed, and 
learns his trade, practically at the expense 
of the State. In the first place, the 
telegraphist starts as a lad of fifteen or 
sixteen years. He has to give five 
years’ service to the State, and re- 
ceives only a very few shillings a week, 
and after five years he gets the magnifi- 
cent salary of 21s. a week. Is that 
apprenticeship at the expense of the 
State ? Thousands of lads are apprenticed 
to British employers, and not only learn 
their trade, but receive a salary quite 
equal to that paid to the lads in the Post 
Office, and after five or seven years they 
are not asked to accept a wage of 21s. a 


week. They demand and receive the 
minimum wage fixed by their trade 


union, and agreed to by the employers. 
The lads in the Post Oftice no more learn 
their trade at the expense of the State 
than thousands of other lads apprenticed 
to private employers. They get an 
increment of £6 per annum, and as the 
result of a conference between the 
Postmaster - General and the  Seere- 
tary to the ‘Treasury they are 
allowed a double increment on con- 
dition that they learn to perform 


extra duty in.the shape of sorting ; but. 


the restrictions are so strong at the 
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present moment that 40 per cent. of the 
employees in the Post Office are not 
receiving the double increment. Look 
at the sweating that goes on. An 
advertisement was issued a short time 
ago for two practised sorting and tele- 
graph clerks at Cambridge, with a 
knowledge of postal work, and expected 
to be educated young men, and they were 
offered the magnificent salary of 16s. a 
week, which works out at the rate of 4d. 
per hour. I now come to the case 
of the postmen. They are allowed, as a 
result of the Tweedmouth Committee, 
to get six stripes instead of three. 
They have to wait five years between 
each stripe, so that before a man can 
reach the maximum, he has to be in the 
service thirty years with an unblemished 
character. For the least trifling thing 
the officials put the postmen back, so that 
very few live to receive even four stripes. 
One case to which I might refer was that 
of a rural postman who, in the course of 
his round, had to go through a private 
farm road to deliver letters at the farm 
house. One day, when he was half way 
up the road, he met a person whom he 
thought was a servant at the farm, to 
whom ne handed the letter which he had 
to deliver. For this he was reported to 
the post office. At this time his stripe 
was almost due, and the result was that 
instead of securing his stripe in March 
last he must now wait until 1902. If he 
makes one mistake between this and then 
I suppose he will be put still further back. 
Many postmen now are only in receipt of 
two or three stripes where they ought to 
be in receipt of the maximum. Another 
case to which I might refer was a case of 
H. C. Simmons, a postman who was 
transferred from Helensburgh, in Scot- 
land, to Sutton, in Surrey. At the time 
he was transferred he was entitled to a 
stripe, and the postmaster at Helens- | 
burgh actually paid him 5s. 10d. due as | 
stripe money. On his transfer he applied 
to the postmaster at Sutton for his stripe. 
That gentleman, however, knew nothing 
about the matter, and up to the present 
time the man has not received his stripe. 
The next case is the case of a mail-cart 
postman in the rural districts. In the 
course of his speech the Secretary to the 
Treasury said that the average allowed 
for horses and carts was 20s. and 23s. a 
week, but the information I have shows 
that the amonnt was 8s. and 11s. a week 
respectively, and in one case, where there 
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was a vacancy, it cost the Government 
'£3 a week for the loan of a horse and 
cart. With reference to Christmas boxes, 
it was said that the Post Office did not 
take that into consideration when fixing 
wages, but Mr. Lewin Hill, in his evidence 
before the Tweedmouth Commission, gave 
quite another version; whilst in their 
findings the Committee said if they had 
seen their way te do away with the 
system of Christmas boxes in favour of 
some better system they would certainly 
have done so. Not only in the Telegraph 
department and among the postmen, but 
among the clerks and engineers, discon- 
tent exists in the postal service. Com- 
plaints are made that there is a larger 
number of men employed on the unestab- 
lished staff than are employed on the 
establishment. Some have been employed 
for 15 years, and when they apply to 
be put on the establishment they are told 
there are no vacancies. Another important 
point is the right of combination. These 
men have a number of organisations in 
existence, but what is the use of organisa- 
tions if the heads of them are not recog- 
nised by the department? I am sorry 
that the name of Mr. Cleary has 
been imported into the discussion, 
because the retiring Secretary to the 
Treasury, I am sure, would not wil- 
fully misinform the House, with reference 
to that gentleman; but whoever was 
responsible for the information with which 
the right hon Gentleman was supplied un- 
doubtedly misled him. Mr. Cleary was 
never refused admission at the Trades 
Union Congress at Belfast. His creden- 
tials were very closely examined and 
were accepted as satisfactory, and from 
that time to the present the sorters have 
always been represented at the Con- 
gresses. They have now, I believe, 
elected Mr. Cleary to represent them at 
Plymouth. There are two plans of 
action which these men can adopt: they 
can strike, or they can appeal to this 
House for justice. The state of things 
now is entirely altered from the state of 
things which existed in 1894 at the time 
of the postmen’s strike; men now in 
every department have their organisation 
which represents the great majority of the 
people there, and if they strike they 
paralyse the whole postal system. The 
right hon. Gentleman shakes _ his 
head, but if the telegraphists went out 
tc-morrow they could not be replaced. 
God forbid that I should advocate 
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have never advocated a strike in my life 

but, while I think that if a man cannot get 
his just demands he is entitled to strike, I | 
look for the time to come when these | 
men will be able to get justice from this 


House, and strikes will be done away | 
with. All these organisations right | 


through the departments have their | 
coaches and organisers ; true, they are not 
yet directly represented here in this | 
House, but they have friends here | 
who are prepared to take up their 
quarrels. Mr. Lewin Hill, after retiring on | 
a very good pension, denounced these men | 
and said they ought to be disfranchised, 
but I doubt if any Government would 
follow the suggestion. They have every 
right to the franchise, but the intimida- 
tion which they have to put up with is 
simply scandalous. 


THE SECRETARY To tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. Hanpury, Preston): If the 
hon. Gentleman will give me the names 
with regard to this, the matter shall be 
inquired into. 


Mr. 
name, 


STEADMAN : 
Look at the 


Hitchcock is one 
ease of Mr. Rash, 


whose increment was at first stopped be- | 


cause he was an official of the men’s 
organisation. Now that he has got his 


increment they are watching him about 
as if he was a felon instead of an honest 
workman employed by the State. 

Mr. HANBURY: 


This is a well- 


known case, which has been very care- | 


fully inquired into, and I can assure 
the hon. Gentleman that he is entirely 
mistaken in the statement which he has 
just made to the Committee. 

Mr. STEADMAN: 


I am only going | 


on the facts which have been pli ced at | as had g ria made out. 


my disposal. 
the right hon. Gentleman, and I am| 
pleased to hear that it is not so. I hope 
the Secretary to the Treasury will con- 
cede what these men are asking, which is 
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My opinion is that 
they will be satisfied with this Committee, 
and there will be an end to the matter, 
If this is not done, they will go on agitat- 
| ing until the Committee is appointed, 
| and it might just as well be appointed 
| first as last. If the men have no case, so 
much the worse for the men, and so much 
the better for the Government. Seeing 
| that these men are the faithful servants 
| of Her Majesty’s Government, and bring 
into the revenue three or four million 
sterling per annum, I think they are 
worthy of the just consideration of this 
House, and I move that item A be re- 
duced by £100, in respect of the salary of 
the Postmaster-General. 


Motion made and resolution proposed— 

“That item A (salaries) be reduced by £100, 
in respect of the salary of the Postimaster- 
General.”—(Mr. Steadman.) 


*CapraIn NORTON (Newington, W.): 
I desire to speak for a few moments on 
this question, because I feel that if the 
right hon. gentléman—who we alli 
acknowledge to be one of the most fair- 
minded men who ever sat on that bench 
—would consent to this inquiry he would 
not only be making his own path 
smoother, but would be doing a great 
| public service. These officials do not feel 
that they have been treated with justice, 
and it is most galling to Members of this 
House to be approached and constantly 
assailed by these demands for justice by 
members of the Postal Department and 
of the Telegraph Department, who com- 
plain that they have not received justice 
at the hands of the Government. Now 
the right hon. gentleman, when deal- 
ing with this subject last year, 
endeavoured to show that the tele- 
| graphists were men who were not per- 
| forming work of such a skilful character 
These men are 


—_ the explanation of | placed in charge of delicate apparatus. 


| They are supposed not only to understand 
it, but also to be able to detect faults and 
| put them right. They have now to per- 
form duties which, when they first 


simply for an opportunity of appearing be- | entered the service, were done by skilled 


fore a Committee composed of Members 
of this House in order 
state their grievances. 
hon. Gentleman has already stated that 
two Committees have been appointed to 
consider this question, and he further 
asked what guarantee was there that this 
new Committee would satisfy the Post 
Mr, Steadmun. 


that they may | 
I know the right | 


| 


| officers, and, therefore, it cannot be con- 
tended that they are not performing 
labour of a very high-class character. 
They are men who must have not only 
mental quickness but physical dexterity, 
and they have to do their labour under 
great pressure. They claim that they are 
treated on a par with those who perform 
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a high order. 


experience to enable them to perform. 
With regard to these five years’ men the 
Tweedmouth Committee was asked to re- 


commend that these men should receive | 


from 24s. to 28s. per week, and they con- 
sider that the whole question has been 
evaded, and in this way. ‘They have 
allowed an employee after twenty-one 
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a class of work which is not quite of such | 
These men perform very | 
difficult duties, which require considerable | 
jlabour to go 


years of age to have an increment yearly | 
| public servants unfairly as compared with 


of some £6, if he learns sorting, and fur- 
ther on another inerement of another £6, 
but this does not meet the question in any 
way. These men have to pass a special 
examination, and to prove that this test is 
nota farce [ may say that only 46 per 


| question. I[ 


cent. of the candidates succeed in pass- | 
| Members of this House, to be constantly 


ing the examination. These men nave 
to prepare for this examination in their 
own time, and what they were given to 
expect they would obtain by the Tweed 
mouth Commission they have not yet 
obtained. ‘The other class who, I think, 
have acertain grievance are the operators, 
who complain that they are debarred 
from obtaining the maximum rate of 
£190 per annum. These men entered 
the service in view of the statement 
placed before them by the Civil Service 
Commissioners, and they were given to 
understand that they had a prospect of 
rising to £190 per annum. What is the 
answer which the right hon. 
gives to that? It is that owing to a 
system of classification being done away 
with, and the first and second class being 
amalgamated, a special class has been 
formed, and the men can obtain promo- 
tion to that class. But the difficulty of 
getting into that class is so great that 
practically the majority of the men remain 
at a maximum of £160 per year, whereas 
they were led to believe that they could 
attain a maximum of £190. Now a man 
has to serve something like twenty years 
before he can obtain the 
£160, and, therefore, 
practically impossible. 

time for promotion is about 17 years for 
men in the Postal Department, com- 
pared with some 27 for the telegraphists. 
The telegraphists are, in this respect, 
placed in a worse position than the 
men in the Postal Department, although 
it is admitted that they perform work of 
a slightly superior character. The Tweed- 


promotion is 


Gentleman | 
|service this matter should be placed at 


| 


In Liverpool the | 


| cerned, 


mouth Commission recommended that the | 


want of uniformity of the work should be 





| proper. 
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no barrier to promotion. 


gued with respect to the telegraphists 
that there is no market value of 


by, but it is well 
known that the men employed by 
the Eastern Telegraph Company perform 
practically the same work. They must 
be men of a slightly higher class and 


| superior as operators, but they are able to 


obtain £204 per annum, and the average 
service for that salary is some 19 years. 
Therefore, the Government treat their 


the outside labour market. Now I come 
to the question of finality. If a Com- 
mittee were now appointed I think it 
would lead to the closing of the whole 
think it is degrading not 
only to the Government, but also to the 


assailed in regard to these grievances in 
many instances by our own constituents. 
I do not believe that I have any 
constituents connected with the telegraph 
departments, but many hon. Members 
have been approached by these men, who 
demand what they believe to be just and 
I am compelled to admit that 
the right hon. Gentleman met the men 
very fairly on what is known as the 
Norfolk-Hanbury Commission, and I think 
the right hon. Gentleman himself will 
agree with me that on that Commission 
[ gave him loyal support. In the in- 
terests of the House and of the public 


rest at once. I have always spoken in 
defence of public servants in this House, 
and I believe that they are being unfairly 
treated. It is well known that they have 
not the same power of combination as 
other men have in the outside world. 
Therefore, it is due to these men that 
their position should be investigated by 
Members of this House. If after inves- 
tigation has taken place and justice has 
been done by this House, further agita- 


sum of | tion takes place, the right hon. Gentle- 


|man knows that he will have no more 


cordial supporter than myself. I am 
contident that this concession will not 
only give satisfaction to the men con- 


but also to the service generally. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by £100 
in respect of the salary of the VPostmaster- 
General.’’—(Mr. Steadman). 


CAMERON GULL (Devon- 
There are just two 


Sir W. 
shire, Barnstaple) : 











107 Supply 


or three points to which I desire to 
allude. The first is the principle by which 
the wages of postmen in county towns 
are fixed. I believe there are five diffe- 
rent scales granted to postmen, and their 
wages are fixed in some cases according 
to the population of the town in question. 
That is avery clear and distinct principle, 
but now, apparently, another principle is 
being introduced, and that is the cost of 
living, which is one of very considerable 
difficulty. The Post Office, apparently, 
are not now dealing with the wages of 
postmen either on the one principle or on 
the other. In a case which I brought 
before the authorities some time ago, on 
the principle of population, the postmen 
were entitled to a much higher scale of 
wages; and another case had _ been 
brought to the notice of the authorities 
where it was shown that the cost of 
living entitled the postmen to the higher 
scale, and there the case was met by 
the argument that the population of 
the district was not sufficient. There- 
fore, as far as the Post Offiee is con- 
cerned, we get a sort of see-saw —one 
district asks for a higher rate, and we 
are told that the 
cient ; 
rate, and we are told that the cost of 
living there does not warrant it. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will state on 
what principle these matters are settled. 
I think the most convenient one is the rate 
fixed by the population, without going 
into the question of the cost of living, 
which must be a very difficult question 
to settle. Then there is the question of 
providing more late letter-boxes on the 
trains. All the mail trains carry in 
certain carriages a late letter-box, which 
always there, but in the remote country 
districts we have no such facilities. 
We have been asking for some time 
for late letter-boxes to be attached to the 
trains from Ilfracombe to Barnstaple, and 
we have been told that it is quite im- 
possible, and that late letter-boxes can- 
not be put on these trains unless there is 
someone in charge of them. I pointed 
out that on another branch, from Tor- 
rington to Barnstaple, there was a late 
letter-box, but we were told that it never 
ought to have been there, and that it 
was quite impossible to grant another. 
The reason given seems to me to be per- 
fectly extraordinary, for it is that there 
is nobody to look after them. Now, if 
all the letter-boxes in the country look 


Sir IF. Cameron Gull. 


Y , Lats 1 } ’ {hy 
population is not suffi 
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anotner district asks for a alien 
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after themselves, surely a late letter-box 
can do the same. <A very large sum of 
money is given by the public for gratuities 


to guards and other non-Post Office 
servants for looking after mail bags 


and parcels, and if it is only a 
question of the safe custody of 
these boxes, I think it is very easy, 
by granting a small extra sum of money, 
to see that these boxes are adequately 
protected, and it would be undoubtedly 
a great convenience if a late letter-box 
could be attached to these trains. This 
would be very convenient to the outlying 
districts, where there is very often only 
a short space of time to answer letters 
before the mail goes, and the extra hour 
or so which a late letter-box would give 
them would be a very great convenience 
indeed. I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will do his best to see if this can be 
done. 


Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Boroughs) : 
I do not wish to weary the Committee 
with going over the details of these diffi- 
culties in connection with many of 
the employees of the Post Office. I desire 
to associate myself with the remarks of 
my hon. friend, the Member for West 
Newington. I listened in the earlier 
part of the Session with great interest to 
the Secretary to the Treasury, when he 
declined a Committee of Inquiry, and 
since then, though I thought at the time 
he had made out a good case, I have 


taken some trouble to inquire into 
the different answers given to many 
of his statements, and I confess 
the more I have gone into the 
matter the more I have come to 


the conclusion that this matter will never 
be properly settled until there has been 
an inquiry by Members of this House. 
After all, in these days of labour disputes, 
I maintain that the greater portion of 
these disputes would not reach the 
painful position they do if employees 
felt they had always the right of 
approach to their own principals, whether 
those principals are the heads of private 
firms or of great limited companies. So, 
I say, in connection with any long- 
standing dispute going on in any Govern- 
ment Department, after all, if it is im- 
possible to come to a satisfactory solution 
of the question by a discussion between 
the employees and the heads of the 
Departments, and then with the repre- 
‘sentatives of those Departments in this 
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House—then I maintain those employees | 


have a right to appeal to the Members of 
this House to look into the question by 
appointing a Committee. Though I give 
the Secretary to the Treasury full credit 
for having done all he can in this matter, 
I feel confident that sooner cr later this 
Committee will have to be appointed. It 
may not be appointed during this Parlia 
ment, but it will be, I am quite sure, in 
some future Parliament, and by that time 
a great deal of real damage in the way of 
discipline will have been effected. I shall 
support the motion for a reduction unless 
the right hon. Gentleman is willing to 
grant this inquiry, which, in the interests 
of the public service, must be given 
sooner rather than later. 


Mr. ASCROFT (Oldham): I regret 
that the hon. Member who has moved 
the reduction has not thought fit to 
demand a Committee to inquire not only 
into the wages of postmen, but also into 
the administration and management of 
the Post Office itself. I feel satisfied that 
we do not get the full value for the 
money we spend in the Post Office, and 
if it were run on businesslike lines we 
should have far less complaints made. [| 
have good reasons for supporting this 
amendment, for my constituents have 
petitioned the Postmaster-General, and 
their petition has been refused. I under- 
stand that the salaries of the postmen are 
based upon the population. Now the 
constituency which I represent has 
203,000 people in it, and the salaries you 
pay the postmen there run from 22s. or 
24s. to a maximum of 26s. At Cardiff, 
Derby, Wolverhampton, and Sunderland, 
which are far smaller places than my con- 
stituency, the full maximum is 28s. A 
memorial from my constituency has been 
presented, and the prayer of it has been 
declined. We are asking for an inquiry 
by the House of Commons into this and 
other questions There was a cheer 
raised when reference was made to the 
postmen bothering the Members of this 
House, but that was the only way which 
the postmen have of getting their griev- 
ances remedied. I only regret that the 
office of Postmaster-General is not repre- 
sented directly in this House, so that 
we might go more fully into 
these questions and thresh them out. 
There is another question, and a 
very important question. Every Member 


cf this House is aware that 


every | 
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sub-postmaster and postmistress has to 

enter into a guarantee, and to get that 

guarantee they have to go toan Insurance 
Company and pay a premium, which is, 

considering the smallness of the amount, 

a very ccnsiderable item. Last year, 

on behalf of a number of my constituents, 

I approached the Postmaster-General and 

submitted to him a scheme for the pur- 
pose of forming an association of post- 

masters to guarantee the members of that 
association at a small premium, and we 

were led to believe that if we were finan- 
cially strong, and on business lines, we 

should receive the same treatment as 
other associations. We formed ourselves 
into that company, and we were prepared 
with some thousand pounds which we 
offered to invest in Consols if he would 
only allow us to insure by means of 
bondsthe members of our association. That 
was refused on most curious grounds, 
namely, that we had not sufficient mem- 
bers, neither had we sufficient capital. 

The Postmaster-General had forgotton 
what had been the habit and custom of 
himself and all previous Postmaster- 

Generals during the last twenty years. 
I find on referring to the Post Office 
figures, that in 1887 a society assured the 
Postmaster - General against the dis- 
honesty of 5,451 sub-postmasters; the 
liability was £1,025,000, and the whole 
of the funds of that society were Lo more 
than £2,571. The risk was not great, 
and the whole amount of defalcations 
amounted to only £147 13s. 7d. Each 

year followed on pretty nearly the same 
basis till 1897, when the same Society, 

which had then £17,754, assured an 
amount of £6,500,000, and the whole 

defalcations were £1,246. Taking the 

whole of the statistics in relation to the 

defaleations during the last year, I think 

they amounted to 1 in 400, but the 

amounts have been exceedingly small, 

ranging from £37 to £54. I submit that, 

under these circumstances, an association 

of postmasters who bind themselves to- 

gether for insuring honesty and _pre- 

venting loss to the Post Office ought 

to be met in a much more kindly 

manner than they were met by the 

Postmaster-General, and I only hope his 

representative will have this question in- 

quired into, and when I come before him 

with some of these members of the associa- . 
tion we may have a different result than 

that which we have had up to the present 

time. 
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Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright-{I therefore appeal to the right hon. 
side): I desire to support this reduction, | Gentleman to grant a Committee of this 


because I think the inquiry asked for is | 
one which the Government ought to 
grant. I quite agree with what the hon. | 
Member for Stepney said with respect to | 
strikes, and more especially with regard 
to postal employees. I have long come 
to the conclusion that men employed by 


the State who have an opportunity of first | 


appealing to the responsible Government 
and then to the 


ought not to have it both ways. 


course they cannot be in the same posi- | 


tion as private employees whoare dealing 
with a single firm, and it should be 


remembered that State employment has | 


its disadvantages as well as its advantages. 


One of the disadvantages is that it is | 
riddled through and through and _per- | 
and it is almost | 
impossible—although we have such an | 


meated with ofticialism, 


eminently fair-minded gentleman at the 


head of affairs as the Secretary to the | 


Treasury—for those men to put their 
grievances before him or the Postmaster- 
General in a way that will give them a 


chance, | won't say of fair play, but of | 
that investigation which is necessary to | 


come to a just conclusion. It is no 
indictment of the right hon. Gentlemen 


to say that he is necessarily in the hands | 


of the permanent officials, for that is 
a necessity of the case. He cannot 
inquire himself, except through an official 
medium, and when we have cases put 


before us on the authority of very reliable | 


men where intimidation and other injus- 
tices have been perpetrated under the 
system of which these men complained, 
I say that these employees have no other 
alternative but to appeal to the Members 
of this House. For my part, I have 
always had some hesitation in taking up 
the cases of men employed by the State, 
because undoubtedly there is a sort of 
notion that, because they are employed 
by the State, they can make such 
demands as they like, because they are 
paid out of a very full Treasury. I know 
that every halfpenny of that money comes 

out of the general taxation of the country, 

and I agree that we are here as gui rdians 
of the public purse. The right hon. 
Gentleman has never denied that we are 
here as the guardians of these men’s in- | 
terest, and it has not been shown that the 

public interest is of greater importance 

than the interest of these men, who do so | 
much for the prosperity of the country. 


Members of this House | 


Of | 


‘be attended to? 


‘and a 


House. We do not want an official in- 
| quiry, but what is needed is that Members 
of Parliament, responsible to their con- 
| sciences and to their constituencies, should 
| sit on that Committee, and with ‘the as- 
sistance of the Department decide these 
various cases which are causing so much 
discontent in the service. In this case we 
want a non-official Committee, although I 
confess that I do not think such an inquiry 
will put an end to disputes in the future, 
I wish to call attention to what I think 
| is a great scandal in connection with the 
| postal service, and that is the insanitary 
condition of many of the postal buildings, 
'Now, I know that the chief medical 
officer of the Department declared before 
the Tweedmouth Committee that anything 
affecting the health of the men with 
regard to their duties, or any insanitary 
conditions of the Post Office buildings, 
would be reported to him at once by the 
| local medical officer, whose duty it was 
| to point out what in his opinion required 
to be remedied. That isa sort of answer 
which settles everything in the official 
mind. What more need of inquiry into 
of Post Offices 


the insanitary condition 
can there be, when the chief medical 
officer deliberately, and on his own re- 


sponsibility, declares that all cases of in- 
sanitation are reported to him by the 
local medical officers and would therefore 
What are the facts? 
The Tweedmouth Committee, as the right 
hon. Gentleman knows’ very well, 
scheduled 182 postal offices, and the con- 
dition of 69 of these was condemned. 
When we remember that there are over 
20,000 postal buildings in the country, 
and that only a small proportion of these 
were scheduled, is it not an enormous 
percentage that was proved to be in- 
sanitary? Does it not go a long way to 
show that you want much more than a 
mere declaration from the medical officer 
of health, however high his position may 
be? I would just like to refer to one or 
two of the offices in which this great 
nation does its business. Take Grimsby. 
Ido not know whether it is called an 
important place—no doubt the people of 
Grimsby think it is—but what is the con- 
dition of the Post Office there? It con- 
sists of a building, or buildings, which 
were formerly used as a grocer’s shop, a 
butcher’s shop, a confectioner’s shop, 
barber’s shop, which is I 
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The instrument room used by the 
telegraphists is made up of what 
used to be the bedrooms. The 


ceilings are low, and a few small windows | 
are the only means of ventilation. This 
is the wretched concern in which the 
Government business is carried on, and [ 
say it is a disgrace to this great nation 
that men should have to perform their 
arduous duties in such a hovel. Come to 
another town, Preston, with which the 
right hon. Gentleman is, no doubt, well 
acquainted, seeing that it is his own con- 
stituency. There the lavatory —— 


Mr. HANBURY: I may at once state 
that a new Post Office is being erected, | 
and all this will be remedied. 


| plaints were 


Mr. MADDISON : But how long will | 
it be before that is done ? 


Mr. LANBURY: The workis in hand | 


now. 


Mr. MADDISON : However that may | 
be, it does not affect my point. (A 
laugh.) I must say that I am surprised | 
that a postal reformer, of all people in | 
the world, should laugh when [ am| 
endeavouring to point out that men are | 
being killed by the conditions under | 
which they are called upon to fulfil their | 
duties. Now, in the Preston Post Office | 
the dining-room is only separated from | 
the lavatory by a lath and plaster par- | 
tition, and offensive smells are so often | 
noticeable that, clerks are compelled, at | 
times, to leave their dinners unfinished. | 
What about the local medical officer ? 
Why does he not report the case to the 
chief medical superintendent? No doubt 
in the new Post Office things may be 
different, but what is to be done until | 
the new office is ready? In dozens of 
offices a similar state of affairs exists, if 
not worse, and why is it? Simply 
because the Government put a ring fence 
around their offices and keep out the ordi- 
nary sanitary authorities. Why should 
they not allow these offices to come under | 
the Factory and Workshops Act ? Why not 
allow the inspectors to go into these 
offices? The Home Office is a depart- 
ment of the Government, and we all 
know it has done great service to the 
health and general well-being of the | 
work-people of this country. I ask, 
then, and surely it is a pertinent ques- | 
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suppose thrown in to give it dignity. | tion, why they do not allow the Acts 
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to apply and thus ensure that the 
offices are kept sweet and clean and fit 
for people to work in. Why should 
they be exempted from the regulations 
which private employers are forced 
to observe? We are sometimes twitted 
with claiming special privileges for State 
workmen, but here we are only asking 
that they shall be put on an equality with 
the employees of private firms. I sup- 
pose the right hon. gentleman will give 
us the usual stereotyped answer, as he 
did when the case of Mr. Ash was brought 
before him. He knows very well that 
in that case Mr. Ash made a complaint 
which was set aside. He also knows that 
in the very same office the operators 
have complained, and that their com- 
contemptuously ignored 
until the Committee reported that the 


| very place as to which the complaints 


were made was practically in the condi- 
tion they alleged, and was incommodious 
and insanitary. Therefore I do submit 
to the right hon. Gentleman that this is 
a question he should take into his serious 
consideration. It is not merely a matter 
for inquiry ; it is one for prompt action 
on common-sense lines. 


*THEe CHAIRMAN : I must inform the 
hon. Member that the question of the 
sanitary condition of Post Offices should 
be raised on the Vote for Public Build- 
ings. It cannot properly be raised on this 
Vote. 


Mr. MADDISON: I had thought it 
might be so, but the only way to test it 
was to proceed, and as you kindly allowed 
me to go on, I came to the conclusion 
that I must be in order. Of course, Sir, 
your mandste is supreme, and I bow at 
once to it. I will only say, in conclusion, 
I hope the right hon. Gentleman will 
give us the inquiry for which we are 


asking. 


Mr. MONK (Gloucester): I wish to 
say one or two words with regard to the 
desire of the employees of the Post Office 
for the appointment of a Committee to 
consider their grievances. I supported 
the Amendment to the Address moved 
by the hon. Member for Stepney, and I 
see no reason to regret the vote I then 
gave. On the contrary, I must say I 
think it very undesirable that alleged 
grievances should be allowed to: seethe 
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below the surface. They cause grave 
discontent in the public service, and [ am 
sure that if my right hon. friend would con- 
sent to the appointment of a Committee 
of this House it would have a very good 
and salutary effect. I do not wish to 
bring forward any grievances on this 
oceasion, but Ido make this appeal to my 
right hon. friend. 


Supply 


Mr. HANBURY: My hon. friend the 
Member for Gloucester has appealed to 
me to grant this Committee on the 
ground that there are grievances which 
are seething below the surface. Now, I 
should say that of all grievances con- 
nected with any State Department, these 
are the very grievances to which that 
remark would least apply. ‘This is the 
third or fourth time on which an appeal 
for the appointment of a Committee of 
the House of Commons has been brought 
before the House itself. We have had 
this question threshed out periodically 
once or twice every Session. There has 
been the fullest opportunity given for 
stating all the grievances, and I should 
think that every Member of this House 
who has listened to the Debates on the 
Post-Office service must know these 
alleged grievances by heart at the present 
moment. Not only have we had speech 
after speech on the subject, but we have 
been flooded with pamplet after pam- 
phlet and post-card after post-card. | 
cannot, therefore, agree with my hon. 
friend that these are grievances which 


are seething below the surface. What 
has happened in this case case? The 


non. Member for Newington appeals for 
finality. We had an explanation from 
the hon. Member for Sheftield as to that, 
when he said he had no doubt that if this 
Committee were appointed it would 
remove certain current grievances, but 
he felt certain that new ones would arise 
at once. 


Mr. 
once. 


MADDISON: I did not say at 
I said after a considerable time. 


Mr. HANBURY: Well, I will venture 
to say at once, from experience. The 
result would be that we should have a 
House of Commons Committee sitting 
practically every Session, and that is the 
finality the hon. Member has undertaken 
on behalf of those for whom he spoke. 
The hon. Member also said that if the 
Committee sat it would close the discus- 
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sion, as they would accept its verdict, 
But exactly the same promise has been 
given on previous occasions. There was 
an agitation on the very points we are 
now discussing. Those points have been 
under discussion four or five or six years, 
and the very same points were raised at the 
time when the Tweedmouth Committee 
was appointed. When that Committee 
was appointed, and when the names were 
read out in this House, there was a 
unanimous chorus of approval, and every- 
body who had been agitating said, “ It’s 
exactly the sort of Committee we want.” 
(Mr. PickersGcitt: No.) I believe one 
Member, the hon. Member for Bethnal 
Green, did object. 


(Civil Service Estimates). 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: I was not alone, 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member 
was very nearly alone. He is fond of 
being in a minority, and he certainly 
was in a minority on that occasion. Again 
the same promise was made when the 
inquiry was held by the Duke of Nor- 
folkand myself. That inquiry, it will be 
remembered, was suggested by the right 
hon. Barenet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean. He said, “The discussion of 
these matters in the House is not the 
best way out of the difficulty, and that 
if the ‘T'weedmouth Committee have 
left grievances without redress, would 
it not be better for the Postmaster- 
General and the Secretary to the 
Treasury to sit together, so that both 
departments shall be represented in any 
decision that may The 
suggestion was at once carried into effect, 
and further than that, we also agreed that 
any Members of Parliament who were 
interested in the matter should sit with 
us and be allowed to ask questions. We 
got most valuable assistance from some 
hon. Members. So far as finality was 
concerned we had a_ distinct under- 
standing before the Committee sat, and 
before the Conference was held, that the 
decisions come to should be accepted. 
Now, were the decisions come to at these 
two inquiries in any way adverse to the 
claims of the Post Office officials? Were 
they stinted or illiberal? The Tweed- 
mouth Committee, on the contrary, after 
a most searching inquiry—-an 
presided over by Lord ‘Tweedmouth, a 
most impartial man, and held before 
officials well qualified by technical and 
financial knowledge to deal with the 
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matter—made proposals, the result of 
which was that nearly £300,000 a year 
was added to the salaries of the staff of 
the Post Office. That was a very con- 
siderable addition. There were certain 
points reserved by the 'Tweedmouth 
Committee which apparently they were 
not sure came within the scope of their 
reference, or as to which they had not 
sufficient information. Well, the Duke 
of Norfolk and myself practically re- 
opened the whole inquiry. We allowed 
anybody who liked to come before us, we 
saw the men themselves, and conse- 
quently any gaps that might have been 
left open by the Tw eedmouth Committee 
were, I think, thoroughly filled up. 
What did we do? We added practically 
another £100,000 a year to the £300,000 
granted on the recommendation of the 
Tweedmouth Committee. Nobody, there- 
fore, can say that these men have not 
had a fair hearing, or that a large 
addition has not been made to their 
salaries. After all, what are the 
grievances brought forward to-night? 
Can anybody say rthat the hon. Member 
for Stepney has practically shown in his 
speech any real grievance whatever! He 
mentioned one or two small cases, but, 
after all, what are they as compared with 
an enormous staff of nearly 200,000 men ? 
Isay with regard to thatlargestaff that you 
can hardly draw a comparison between it 
and the ordinary staff of a private firm. 
The vastness of its numbers makes a 
great difference, and while I am far from 
saying that a civil department of this 
kind ought to be necessarily amenable to 
the same sort of discipline as exists in the 
Army, I do say that the same principles 
are at work, and a somewhat stringent 
discipline is really required. I think 
that any Member who has a case of any- 
thing like oppression brought under his 
notice is perfectly justified, and is, in 
fact, doing right, in bringing it before 
either the Postmaster-General or myself, 
or even before the House. But the case 
which was raised by the hon. Member 


for Stepney was one in regard to which I | 


felt it my duty to interrupt him in his 
remarks, and to assure him that he was 
absolutely misinformed as to the facts. 


No doubt it is right there should be an 
appeal to this House, but it is a gross 
abuse of that right of appeal for hon. | 
Members to plead the cases of individual 
members of the staff, in order to get for 
them additional salaries. 


It is perfectly 


| somebody 








1899} (Civil Service Estimates). 118 


(legitimate to bring forward statements 


on behalf of large classes of men. 
The House has already got abundant 
information with regard to the details of 
this case, and has been called into council 
as to the proper steps to be taken. It 
will be noted that the hon. Member for 
Stepney did not go into any details 
whatever on the question of wages ; he 
merely hinted, and I do not think he did 
more than that, that we were paying 
rates belov what would be paid in 
outside services. It is somewhat diffi- 
cult, no doubt, to draw a comparison 
between what the Post-office pays and 
what is paid by private firms. But I will 
give one comparison, at any rate, and [| 
think it is the only one possible. A few 
years ago we took over from the National 
Telephone Company the employees, prin- 
cipally women, who were engaged on the 
trunk wires, and I venture to say that, 
counting in the pensions we now pay 
them, these people are receiving from 30 
to 40 per cent. larger salaries than 
when they were in the employment of 
the company. Hon. Members who draw 
comparisons between servants of the 
State and others are too apt to forget the 
great facilities Post Office servants get, 
such as constant employment, large pen- 
sions, good holidays, for which they are 
paid, and large sick pay and sick leave. 
If these are added together it will be 
found that the Post Office are paying 
wages considerably above the level of 
those paid by outside employers. The 
hon. Member for Stepney was only able 
to bring forward three cases of grievance, 
and two of them concern stripes. After 
five years’ unblemished service a postman 
is entitled to a stripe, which means 
extra pay of ls. a week. The hon. Mem- 
ber complained that a rural messenger 
did not receive a stripe because, instead 
of delivering a letter to the house to 
which it was addressed, he gave it to 
whom he met some distance 
from the house. I can conceive no 
greater offence on the part of a postman. 
The very thing he is paid to do is to 
deliver letters at heuses to which they 
are addressed. The second case was 
that of a man who, having served five 
years with an unblemished character, has 
not received his stripe. The man has 
only to bring the matter before the Post- 
master-General, or before the ordinary offi- 
cials of the Post Office, and he will receive 
his stripe in due course. The third case 
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was that of a rural postman in Scotland; *Caprain NORTON: The right hon. 
who, in the opinion of the hon. Member, | Gentleman misinterprets me. I did not 
receives an insufficient allowance for a} say I was weary of agitation. I said it 
horse and cart he has to provide. I can-| was positively degrading, both to the 
not believe there is any case in which | House and to hon. Members individu- 
only 11s. a week is allowed, and certainly ally, that year by year those complaints 
not a case in which only 8s. is allowed, | of a large number of Government officials 
and I feel sure the hon. Member has been | were brought before us. These men 
imposed upon. Then the hon. Member! were labouring under the idea that 
complains that certain engineers who had | they were not receiving justice, and 
served a given number of years are not| that the two Committees which in- 
yet on the established staff. The reply vestigated their case were, practi- 
on that head is that in the Post Office, as| cally speaking, packed Committees. 
in other branches of the public service, | The belief of these men is that their case 
the established places are limited. The|was investigated largely by higher 
hon. Gentlemen passed on to what he | officials, and -their feeling is that these 
called the right of combination. Does | higher officials are against them in the 
the hon. Member deny that there is the | matter; and their opinion is that this 
fullest right of combination amongst Post | House will give them justice. 
Office officials? They can combine for | 
any purpose they like, and they have full) THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. and 
right of access to the Postmaster-General | gallant Member is exceeding the limits 
himself. The only limitation imposed by | of a personal explanation. 
the Postmaster-General is that the com- | } 
bination must consist of bonu fideservants; Mr. HANBURY: I say at once that 
in his Department, and not of outsiders, | Ido myself believe that, considering every- 
and I think that is a most wise and thing, and that full inquiry has already 
salutary precaution. The Duke of Nor-| been held, the only advantage these men 
folk has refused, as every Postmaster- could derive from a House of Commons 
General has refused, to listen to com- Committee would be that the agitation 
plaints which do not come from his own and pressure, now distributed over the 
men, but which are worked up whole House, would be focussed and con- 
for them by outside agitators. Does | concentrated upon the Select Committee. 
it not seem rather absurd that a I, for one, am not prepared to grant a 
staff of 200,000 men should have to go Committee of that kind. Now, passing 
outside their own ranks in order to find from that, I come to the question raised 
a fit person to represent their views? I by my friend the hon. Member for 
should like to say one further word with Barnstaple, namely, the principie upon 
regard to this application fora Committee Which postmen’s wages are paid. I was 
of this House. Why should we have it at plad_to hear that he supported the view 
all? Let me speak with perfect frank-| Which has always been taken by the 
ness about this thing. We have already | Treasury, that the wages of postmen 
had two Committees ; we have also had a | Should depend on the population of the 
great deal of pressure brought to bear | town or district in which they live. 
upon Members. That pressure is becom- | That roughly affords a test of the cost 
ing almost intolerable. The hon. Member | of living. Unless you are to go into the 
for Newington posed as the just judge, | Special circumstances of every locality 
and said, “I am weary of all this agita-| throughout the United Kingdom, this 
tion ; let us try and put an end to it.” | rough-and-ready rule is the best test, and 
Well, I am not weary of the agitation. | It has been found to work well. No doubt 
So long as I am satisfied, as I am now, | the hon. Member for Oldham made the 
that everything has beendone that ought | complaint that the postmen in_ that 
to be done for the men, I will not yield town were not being paid as_ highly 
to agitation. The whole thing has been | a8 he thought they should be. I know 
thoroughly thrashed out and dealt with | the. interest which the hon. Member 
fairly ; and if the hon. Member is weary | has in his constituents, but at the same 
te : nn | time he was not able to prove that these 
of agitation, well, all I can say is that I | men were not being paid according to the 
do not envy the man who takes that view | population scale. The hon. Member 
of things. thought that as some concession had 
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-been made in Cardiff and Wolverhamp- | see how far it is possible to meet the case 
ton a similar concession should be made of my hon. Friend, but it is utterly im- 
to Oldham. I am always opposed to possible to put Post Office officials on 
these special concessions. We ought to such duty unless there is a certain amount 
adhere to the rough-and-ready principle | of business to warrant the charge. My 
which I have explained. The hon. | hon. friend the Member for Oldham has 
Member for Barnstaple raised a further | spoken about the scheme of an Associa- 
question as to travelling letter-boxes on | tion of sub-postmasters formed for the 
trains. The answer given him by the | purpose of finding the guarantees required 
Department seems to have been that by the Post Office. He gave his case 
there was no Post Office official in charge. away, I think, when he admitted that 
After all, it is a question of expense. No there was not sufficient capital, and not 
doubt if there were a sufficient number | a sufficient number of members of the 
of letters to justify it, it might pay the | Association. 
Post Office to put a man in charge. | 
But the hon. Member went. beyond that, Mr. ASCROFT: What I said was that 
and spoke as if the letters could take | that was the argument of the Postmaster- 
care of themselves. That might be the | General. 
case, no doubt, if the letters were going | . 
from one point to another; but if they; Mr. HANBURY: If the hon. Member 
had to be handed out at intermediate | will give me the number of the 
stations it would be necessary to have a members of the Association, and where 
man in charge. : ‘these men can be found, I will see 
| what can be done. Then there was the 
Smr W. CAMERON GULL: There are case raised by the hon. Member for 
exactly the same number of intermediate | Sheffield as to Post Office buildings. I 
stations between Torrington and Barn- | cannot go into all the details, but I am 
staple as between Bideford and Barn-| very much obliged to him for having 
staple. brought it forward. A new Post Office 
. is reported to be necessary at Preston, 
Mr. HANBURY: If that were the) and therefore I cannot be accused of 
case there ought to be a man in charge. having perpetrated a job in that case. If 
I think the Post Office ought to consult, I can do anything to meet the convenience 
so far as it can, public convenience. All | of Sheffield I shall do it. 
these concessions made by the Post Office Question put. 
not only add to the public convenience, ; oat: 
but, I am satisfied, bring in fresh busi-| The Committee divided. Ayes, 107 ; 
ness and a handsome return. I will | Noes, 158. (Division List No. 166). 
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Original Question again proposed. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): The matter I wish to 
pring before the Committee is absolutely 
different from that which has just been 
disposed of. It is a public complaint, at 
any rate a complaint by a section of the 
public amongst my constituents in Pem- 
broke Dock, as to the delay in postal 
deliveries owing to the insufficiency of the 
staff and the inadequacy of the accommo- 
dation in the Post Office there. I would 
not have brought up the case before the 
Committee in this way, but my consti- 
tuents have by petition and otherwise 
brought it before the Department over 
and over again without avail. They 
take the view that it is not a reasonable 
thing that a delivery of letters should be 
so drawn out that the postman takes two 
hours to cover one street of continnous 
houses. I do not know what the people 
of London would think if the postmen 
were two hours going their rounds here. 
The Department frankly own that their 
men are not able to keep up with their 
work, but when asked to increase the staff 
they say that there is no accommodation. 
When again asked to increase the accom- 
modation, we are again told that the 
matter has been under consideration for 


some time, and that some day when the | 


accommodation is inereased they will 
increase the staff, and satisfy the inhabi- 
tants with a better service. These 
replies, though courteous, are so vague 
and unsatisfactory that I felt bound to 
place the motion in my name on the 
paper, and unless I get a satisfactory 
answer I shall be constrained to press it. 
Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 


£100, in respect of the salary of the Post- 
master-General. °"—(General Laurie.) 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Seeing that 
we are making a large profit by the Post 
Office, the department ought to do some- 
thing to increase their staff, so as to give 
facilities to the general public, especially 
in small villages and country districts. 
I understand that the Postmaster- 
(reneral has been doing something in this 
direction. Personally [ have been com- 


pelled to bring before the Department 
several cases in which a daily delivery 
is required in my own constituency. It is 
desirable when the right hon. Gentleman 
replies that he should state what the Post | 
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Office is doing to secure a daily delivery 
everywhere throughout the country. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN (Mont- 
gomery): It appears to me that the 


policy of the Post Office in relation to 
remote and sparsely populated districts is 
one which requires to be altered. Many 
complaints have been made on this 
account in my own constituency, and in 
other thinly populated parts of Wales. 
I admit that the Post Office officials 
when I have brought these eases before 
them have treated me with the utmost 
civility, and raised most agreeable 
expectations, but these expectations 
have never been fulfilled. I always 
understood that what stands in the way 
of postal reforms is not so much the 
inability of the Post Office to carry them 
out, as their inability to induce the 
Treasury to relax its hold on the public 
purse. Everybody knows that if you 
want to induce a population to settle in 
the country the first thing necessary is to 
provide postal and telegraphic communi- 
cation with the rest of the world. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will commune 
with himself in his double capacity as 
representative of the Treasury and of the 
Post Office, and persuade himself as repre- 
senting the Treasury te grant to himself 
as representing the Post Office increased 
postal and telegraphic facilities, which 
tend so much to add to the conveniences 
of country life. 


Mr. HANBURY: I think the hon. 
Member for Montgomery was a little 
hard on the Treasury. If he will look at 
the state of the Post Office and Tele- 
graphic services now compared with a few 
years ago, he will find how great is the 
Improvement that has been made. The 
question of a daily delivery was raised 
by the hon. Member for Caithness. I 
believe it is a fact that in some of the 
more remote districts of Scotland we 
have not yet been able to carry out a 
daily delivery ; but, of course, we are 
going steadily forward with the work, 
and I hope that very soon the whole of 
the country will be so served. I should 
say that three-fourths of the whole 
country have been already accommodated 
with a daily delivery, and the Depart- 
ment hopes that, within a time measured 
by months, there will be daily deliveries 
everywhere. In the meantime, if the 
hon. Member will quote any specific case 
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in his district, I will see what can be | or forty-six. I would also ask the right 
done to improve the service. In regard | hon. Gentleman whether it would not be 
to the case mentioned by my hon. and | possible to publish and put in the library 
gallant friend the Member for Pembroke, | of the House of Commons the regulations 
of delay in the delivery of letters, that,|in respect of the Post Office officials, 
I understand, is attributed to the short- | their pay, and their retiring allowance. 
ness of the staff, and that again depends | 
on the accommodation for the staff, for| Mr. DILLON (Mayo, East): The hon. 
of course we must have accommodation | and gallant Member has made a 
for sorting the letters. I can promise | complaint on behalf of old non- 
my hon. and gallant friend that the commissioned officers in the Depart- 
addition to the accommodation in the| ment. 1 have to make a complaint 
existing premises will not be indefinitely in an opposite direction, a complaint 
delayed, and that within four months, which represents a widespread and in- 
—which is not a very long time for a| creasing feeling in the country. I have 
Government department—the additional | to protest against the system of giving 
accommodation will be provided. | discharged soldiers and non-commissioned 
officers employment in the Government 
GENERAL LAURIE: We have had | Departments of the State in preference 
many promises from the Department for | to civilians. It is neither just nor fair 
many years, and they have had no result. | to the ordinary civilian that he should be 
But under the cireumstances I accept the | forced to make way for an increasing 
promise of the right hon. Gentleman, and | number of soldiers and non-commissioned 
with the consent of the House I will with- | officers. 


draw my motion. 
| *Sir JAMES FERGUSSON (Manches- 





Motion by leave withdrawn. ter, N.E.) : I do not wish to go into the 
| general question raised by the hon. Mem- 
Original Question again proposed. ber for Mayo, but as regards the employ- 


|}ment of old non-commissioned officers 

*CoLONEL WELBY (Taunton) : There | to keep the telegraph boys in order, 
is a question I should like to ask the right | which was instituted when I was at the 
hon. Gentleman in regard to a grievance | Post Office, it is rather hard on 
of old non-commissioned officers in the | men who have served well in the 
service of the Department who are em- Army for a certain number of 
ployed as overseers and telegraph mes-| years that they should thereby be dis- 
sengers. I understand that they have | qualified for holding superior appoint- 
been told that they are not to be pro-| ments in public Departments for which 
moted to the post of assistant inspector. | they are peculiarly fitted. They are tried 
That tells in every case upon them in| and trustworthy men, and it is, prima 
regard to the increment in their salaries, facie, a mistake that men of that descrip- 
and places them in an invidious position tion should be debarred from rising above 
as regards those who have not served in | the position of overseers of telegraph 
the Army. I am further informed that they | boys to the position of assistant inspectors 
have been told that they cannot receive any | or inspectors. 
promotion after the age of 40. If a man | 
enters the Army at twenty-four years of| Mr. E. ROBERTSON (Dundee): This 
age, and serves for twenty-one years, he| question is new to me, and I rise to 
will then be six years over the time | suggest to my right hon. friend that he 
for promotion under this rule. The should, in his reply, tell us as nearly as 
wish of the War Office is to get non- he can what the offices are in regard to 
commissioned officers to re-engage and | which preference is given to non-commis- 
to serve for a period of twenty-one years, | sioned officers in the Army, and in par- 
but if the public Departments put a bar | ticular I should like to ask him to say 
to their promotion at the age of forty | whether a corresponding preference is 
it will tend to prevent non-commissioned | given to telegraph messengers. 
officers from re-engaging. I beg there- | 
fore to ask the right hon. Gentleman} Mr. HANBURY: The hon. and 
to consider whether it is not possible to | gallant Member introduced this question 
extend the limit to the age of forty-five|as if it were a new matter. I do not 


Mr. Hanbury. | 
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think it can be, or I should have heard of | strous that the public Departments of this 
it. Certainly there have been no new country should be turned into recruiting 
regulations made, to my knowledge, departments for the services of the 
within the last three or four years. If| country. The Army and Navy ought to 
my hon. and gallant Friend will ask a | take care of themselves. The business 
question in the House about it, or see me | of great civil Departments is to do 
privately, I will give him the fullest infor-, the work of the country. It is a 
mationthatIcan. Of course, I have not the totally new departure to make these 
details before me at the present moment, | Departments recruiting agencies. It is 
and all I can say in reply to my hon. quite possible that a majority in the 
Friend opposite is that a certain number | House might adopt the policy, but it 
of places as postmen are reserved for men has never been deliberately adopted in 
who have served with the colours. The | all its bearings to the full knowledge of 
rule is that 50 per cent. of the postmen’s | the House, and possibly, if carried to the 
places are reserved for soldiers and | extent indicated in the speech of the right 
sailors, and, I believe, militiamen, and | hon. Gentleman, the time will come when 
50 per cent. for ex-telegraph messengers. | a reaction will set in. I have had bitter 
I agree that it might be useful if the | complaints made to me on behalf of 
House had fuller knowledge of these | civilians who have rendered good and 
regulations than it has at the present | faithful service to the Post Office, and 
moment, and I will see whether the | who naturally expected to be appointed 
suggestion of my hon. and gallant Friend | permanent postmen when vacancies arose. 
can be carried out. I may say generally, In consequence, however, of these new 
speaking for myself at any rate, that I | regulations, they were informed that all 
am not able to entirely agree with the the posts were practically for men who 
suggestion of the hon. Member for Mayo. | had served in the Army or Navy. After 
I think we ought to find places in the | the statement of the right hon. Gentle- 
public Departments for those who have | man itis perfectly clear that that is the 
served the country well with the colours, | actual state of the case. Now the right 
both in the Army and Navy, and we are | hon. Gentleman makes a further proposal 
steadily trying to bring about that change | that the telegraph service is to be used 
with regard to postmen. I will go further | a8 @ recruiting agency. That is a very 
and say, those men ought not to have extraordinary proposal, and ought to be 
lower wages oecause they have a pension. opposed. For my part, so far from think- 
A man who has earned his pension ought ing the hon. and gallant Member is justi- 
to have his pension and pay at the same | fied in asking for further concessions for 
time. The effect of reserving 50 per cent.of | the Army, I think the Department has 
the postmen’s places for old soldiers and | gone much too far in that direction. 

50 per cent. for ex-telegraph messengers} Question put and agreed to. 

= ee ee large comeen = ee | “2, £570,915, to complete the sum 

grap messenger service ; but 1 am | £5. Post Office Packet Service.” 


of opinion that as many positions as post- «3 £2,338,390, to complete the sum 
men ought to be reserved for the Army tee Post Office Tele iii.” 
as the Army can find men thoronghly wen 
qualified to take those places. The Army, Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Cam- 
may, however, help the Post Office by in- berwell, Dulwich): I rise to call the 
ducing boys from the Duke of York’s attention of the Committee to the greatly 





School and the Royal Hibernian School 
to become telegraph messengers, and then 
to join the Army and become postmen in 
their turn. In that way those boys 
would have an assured career in the Army 
and the postal service, and that would be 
an advantage both to the Army and to the 
postal service. 


Mr. DILLON: I rise to repeat my | 
protest against the employment on a con- 
siderable scale of Army and Navy men in 
public Departments. 


VOL, LXXII. 


I think it is mon- 
[FOURTH SERIES. | 


increased expenditure in the maintenance 
of the postal telegraphic services. I think 
there is a great waste of money in this 
branch of the service. For instance, some 
private wires have heen attached to my 
place of business by the Post Office. I 
have had an estimate from the National 
Telephone Company to supply the service 
at half the cost. As the Post Office 
refuse to amend their charge, a change is 
being made, and the Post Office are 
taking down all their posts and wires for 
two miles and a half. I should not have 


E 
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called attention to this matter but for the | that the Post Office is not only throwing 
fact that the same thing is going on in| money away by not reducing its prices, 
other parts of the country, and also in my | but it is actually taking down all the 
own neighbourhood I think that to lose | posts and tackle, which is a great expense ; 
business in this way shows very bad | and it does seem to me to be a ridiculous 
management on the part of the Post | thing to say that the charges to which I 
Office, and I should like to have a promise | have referred are not worth saving. 
from the Secretary to the Treasury that 
he will cause inquiry to be made into this} _CAPTAIN BETHELL (York E. R,, 
matter. Holderness): What I really think we 
ought to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
Mr. HANBURY: I do not think it is | is whether, instead of pulling them down, 
necessary to make inquiries, because I | it might not be possible to sell them ; and, 
know the facts perfectly well. The mono- | secondly, whether it is not possible to 
poly of the Post Office does not extend | stop the disgraceful waste of money that 
to wires, whether telegraph or telephone, | has been and is going on. 
between houses or properties belonging to | 7 t 
private individuals. The service my hon. Mr. HANBURY: I contradict abso- 
Friend refers to is not essentially part of lutely that a waste of money has taken 
the Post Office work at all. In regard to place. What my hon. Friend complains 
such services, they would come into com- | Of is that unless the Post Office grants 
petition, not only with the National Tele-| him the same terms for these wires 
phone Company, but with any private as the terms adopted by the National 
individual who likes to start a company Telephone Company he will not continue 
for setting up these wires; and as the the connection. It is quite clear that 
Post Office has plenty of public work of | that cannot be done. We must have a 
its own to do, it has been recently rather fixed tariff, and we have already made 
unwilling to extend the system of private considerable reductions. If he does not 
wires where the distances are compara-| like to pay our terms, it appears to us 
tively short, and where it is possible there | better to remove the wires. 
may be very keen competition. The| Vote agreed to. 
private wires we are perhaps willing to| 4. Motion made, and Question pro- 
extend are the longer ones. For instance, | posed— 
we are now, I believe, laying private wires | “That a sum, not exceeding £496,600, be 
between London and Edinburgh. I cannot | granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
undertake that the Post Office will go | necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
farther than they have gone already. | on the 3ist « ay of March, 1900, for the salaries 
Within the last month or two we have | and expenses of the Customs Department ” 
made very considerable reductions in our | 
charges for private wires, if the persons} *Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): In the 
using them will undertake to use them | year 1890, upon this Vote, a discussion was 
for another five years. I do not know | initiated on the grievances of the various 
whether the wires to which my hon. | grades of Customs officers. The Chan- 
Friend refers come within that category. | cellor of the Exchequer of that day, who 
We do not intend to enter inte competi- is now the First Lord of the Admiralty, 
tion with a public company, and I cannot | agreed at the time to institute an inquiry 
undertake that we shall go any further | into the allegations which had been 
than we have already gone. We have _ brought forward as to the general con- 
reduced the charges on those wires to a} dition of the service. And as my ex- 
certain extent, and if the right hon, | cuse for bringing up this subject again 
Gentleman is not content with the charge | I should just like to refer to the words of 
we make I can only say that he must go/| the right hon. Gentleman the present 
to the National Telephone Company. We | First Lord of the Admiralty. The right 
are certainly not going to enter into a| hon. Gentleman urged that good faith 
cutting competition with the company. _ should be kept with these officers in order 
that they should have no reason to com- 
Sir J. B. MAPLE: I am afraid the| plain that the terms on which they 
right hon. Gentleman does not quite | entered the service had been changed to 
recognise the point that these wires have their detriment. I contend that the 


| 


been put up now for some five years, and | terms of their service have been changed, 
Sir J. Blundell Maple. | 
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greatly to their detriment, and they have a 


good cause of complaint with which to 


come to this House. As a result of the 


debate in 1890 the then Chancellor of | 


the Exchequer and the _ Financial 
Secretary of that day (Mr. Jackson) 
entered into a prolonged inquiry, the out- 
come of which was a Treasury Minute 
which was promulgated in 1891. 
minute gave almost universal satisfaction 
through the whole of the Customs 
service ; and now, if I may, I shall point 
out to the Committee how this applies to 


this vote, and how it is that we are) 
making allegations against Her Majesty’s | 


Treasury. These men are the officers 
responsible for the collection of 
£22,000,000, the product of the import 
duty on all dutiable goods coming into 
Great Britain. The number of officers is 
not large, although the duty is an 
exceedingly important one. Fifteen 
hundred men of various grades in the 
service take charge of the whole of these 
matters, from the moment that the 
imported goods come into the port to 
the time when they pass out through 
the bonded warehouses to the mer- 
chants to whom they are consigned. 
Now, in 1890 these officers made cer- 
tain complaints. They alleged that pro- 
motion was delayed, that the duty 
which they were performing was not 
such as they were entitled to expect 
when they entered their service ; 
they alleged that changes in their duties 
were being made to their disadvantage, 
that work which had been performed by 
officers of higher grade was being shifted 
on to the shoulders of men with lower 
qualifications, and that there was an 
insufficiency of staff to safeguard the 
revenues of the country. There were 
two or three other charges as to which 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
Financial Secretary were unable to agree, 
but so far as the charges which I have 
enumerated are concerned they admitted 
that the officers had made good the 
charges brought forward in the House. 
Consequently the Treasury recommended 
the Customs Board to make certain 
changes in the service which would do 
away with these complaints. The recom- 
mendations, in the main, were such as to | 
give contentment in the service, and it | 
was concluded by the officers that a new 
bargain had been entered into between 
them and their employers. They were 


prepared to execute their part of the con-_ 


} 
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(Civil Service Estimates), 
| tract faithfully, and they naturally looked 


to the Treasury to perform theirs. Now, 
having examined the complaints from these 
officers, I have come to the conclusion that 
there has been a gross breach of faith on 
the part of the Government, and especially 
/upon that part which is known as the 
Customs Board. I fully recognise, of 
course, the difficulties that may ensue if 
| one tooreadily lends one’s ear to complaints 
made by any portion of the Civil Service. 
Therefore I have tried for the last two or 
| three years to avoid bringing this subject 
under the notice of the Committee. I 
have tried private negotiations with the 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury, and 
I have to record that I am thankful for 
the courtesy that I have always received, 
and I can only regard the information 
which has been supplied to him from 
other sources as misleading. The highest 
grade officers on out-door work are 
the collectors. There are very few of 
these offices, and they are looked upon 
as the prizes of the profession, and are 
watched with keen anxiety by those 
officers who are a grade below. The 
next is the grade of surveyor, who re- 
ceives a minimum of £350 per annum, 
rising to a maximum of £500. 
In the first place these latter 
gentlemen complain that the promotion 
to the rank of out-door collector had 
been stayed. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer admitted very fully the com- 
plaint, and arranged that there should be 
an increase in the number of officers 
employed in the higher grades, and par- 
ticularly that those collectorships should 
be open to the surveyors. The sur- 
veyors realised that from that date 
they would have a chance of getting a 
collectorship. Now, although that minute 
is eight years old, not one appointment 
to a collectorship from a surveyorship 
was made until last year. Two years 
ago I addressed a question on the subject 
to the Treasury, and the reply I got was 
most unsatisfactory. The Treasury fully 
admitted that a promise was made, but it 
was not expedient from the point of view 
of the Government to carry that promise 
out. 


*MR. 
out ? 


HANBURY: To carry what 


*Mr. GRAY: The promise that the 
collectorships should be open to the 


E 2 
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surveyors. During that time a number | 
of men, from age, have been retired from | 
the service who have been led while they | 
were in to expect promotion through the | 
clause inserted in the Treasury minute. | 
It was also said that in order to improve | 
the condition of affairs that there should | 
be re-created a certain number of sur- | 
veyors of the first class. It was said | 
that they would create a more rapid | 
promotion from the second and the third 

grade of surveyors. In 1892, when the 

minute was promulgated, there were 53 

officers of higher grade, and in 1898 there | 
were only 42. There has been a reduc- | 
tion in this portion of the service, and in 


Supply 


the higher ranks of the service extensive | 
essays and make up fancy accounts. They 


reductions have been made, while in the 
lower ranks great increases have been 
made. All this may be desirable and in 
the interests of the public service. It | 
may be desirable that the strictest | 
economy should prevail, byt you can | 
carry economy so far as to endanger the | 
efficiency of the service, and I allege now | 
that it has been carried to such a length | 
as not only to endanger the efficiency of | 
the department but to result in a very | 
great loss. My second complaint is, that | 
all the second and third class officers 
have lost that promotion which they | 


should have had if the first - class | 
surveyors had heen re-created. The | 
loss to the surveyors is a loss to/| 


the officers below them, and a number of 
men in the first-class surveyor class being | 
reduced instead of increased has resulted | 
in the first-class examining officers losing 
their chance of promotion. Their com- 
plaint, however, is of a somewhat dif- 
ferent character ; how it has arisen is not 
quite known, but these out-door officers 
are engaged in the particular work of 
measuring up the casks, estimating the 
amount of spirit they contain, and the 
amount of duty which the Treasury ought 
to receive. They are men exposed to all 
kinds of weather, who are out both night | 
and day, and whose hands have lost the | 
skill for writing essays and answering ques- | 
tions on paper, and who are consequently 
no longer able to compete in the examina- 
tion room with the young men of 
twenty or twenty-five years of age 
who have come straight from their 
schools, and who have crammed up the 
work from books and papers, but who are 
wholly without that practical experience 
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which is so necessary for this business. 


That is the complaint that they To 


Mr, Gray, 
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up, and the Chancellor of the Exchequer of 
that day dealt with it by saying that the 
examinations for this part of the service 
should be no longer of a literary charac- 
ter, but of a practical character. It was 
pointed out that neither under the nomi- 
native nor the competitive system did the 
service obtain the men fitted to discharge 
the duties of this office, and in the future, 
instead of having a competitive examina- 


tion, it was said that the persons who 


desired to go in for this office should be 
called to London, where they could be 
subjected to a practical viva voce 


examination. That was an eminently 
satisfactory solution. It was practical 
work ; the men had not to write 


had to find actual quantities and go 
through everyday work. What happened 


| Within the first two years following the 


issue of the minute this promise was dis- 
tinctly broken and violated. The men 
were put through an examination, largely 
of a literary character, with the result 
that the men from the schools who were 
ready to write essays as to the way in 
which you ought to gauge a cask, but 
who could not do the practical work, got 
After two years the 
complaints resulted in the abolition of 
this examination ; but the mistake having 
been made, a certain number of these 
young men were placed over the heads of 


the older men of practical experience ; 


and once there it is extremely difficult to 
remedy the mistake which has been com- 
mitted. Year after year they have gone 
on, and older men who should have been 
sent to the top of their grade are standing 
53 places lower down than they ought to 
be. When the time comes to compete for 
the surveyorships, these men will step 
forward, and the old men, the practical 
men, who have all the skill, will lose all 
possibility of receiving any chance of 
obtaining one of the prizes of the pro- 
fession to which they are justly entitled, 
and to which the ‘Treasury minute 
admitted their right of claim. I suggest 
that the claims of these old men who 
have suffered, not through any fault of 
their own, but through the manner 
in which the Customs Board has carried 
out the recommendations which _ the 
Treasury placed in their hands—I suggest 
the fault is one which must be remedied, 
even though it may be difficult. These 
men have lost 53 chances to which they 
are entitled, and therefore the younger 
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men ought not to feel aggrieved if these { class, and they wondered why the work 
positions are increased by 53 more. These | was not discharged by higher grade men. 
men might well be added to that grade of But the whole of the time there existed 
service, and that would in some measure | this interpreting Minute, to the effect 
recompense them for the loss which they that those who signed it never meant 
have sustained owing to the way in| what they attached their names to. I 
which the minute of 1891 wascarried out. am told—I hope it is no breach of 
Now, prior to this inquiry, which was held | etiquette to mention it—that the secre- 
by the right hon. Gentleman who is now | tary who wrote the Minute did not 
First Lord of the Admiralty, in 1890, it | accurately represent those who subse- 
was alleged by the officers that many | quently signed it. That is a very lame 
important duties which ought to be dis-| excuse for any Department to put before 
charged by men of ripe experience were the House of Commons as a justification 
being placed in the hands of young and | for what, to my mind, is defrauding men 
inexperienced persons. This refers par-| of what they were led to expect. I am 
ticularly to the important work of import | not setting forth any new claim for these 
gauging. ask the attention of the Com-| men, I am not asking for any increase in 
mittee to this phase, because if it were | their salaries, and I am not taking up the 
not so serious the explanations given| usual line of asking that the men 
would be extremely amusing. The First | should be allowed to break their con- 
Lord of the Admiralty agreed and set tract. My own contention is that 
forth in the Minute thatin future the im-| this document constitutes a contract 
portant work of import gauging, which | between the men and the Department, 
had hitherto been performed by first or|and I care not whether it was clumsily 
second class examining officers, should in | drawn by a secretary or whether those 
the future be fulfilled, so far as possible, | who signed it neglected to carefully 
by first-class examiners only. Since the examine its clauses. It has been signed 
date of the writing of the Minute the | by Ministers of State, and every word of 
clause has never been carried out. The | it ought to be interpreted as an ordinary 
work of import gauging is still being | man would interpret it, and its operation 
carried on by second-class examining | should not be restricted in a sense never 
officers and the  assistant-examining | intended. I may point out that this 
oficers. I brought that matter before the | work of import gauging is one requiring 
Commissioners, and their explanation is | great skill, dexterity, and long years of 
that the phrase “important work | practice. For the purposes of the State 
of gauging” does not apply to the! it is as important that cheap wines should 
whole, but only to the more impor-| be as accurately gauged as expensive 
tant portions of it. They say it is| wines, because on the gauging depends 
ridiculous that a first-class examining | the amount of duty the merchant has to 
officer should be made to gauge cheap! pay. The principle is exactly the 
wine, especially claret, that they are only same, and this Minute laid down 
expected to gauge the more important in the most explicit manner that 
wine. I am very much surprised that such | this work was to be discharged by 
anexplanation should be given, because in | first-class examining officers, in order 
the report a little further on the same | that those below them might enjoy the 
duty is described, the same class of officers | opportunity of promotion. I shall listen 
is referred to, and there is no distinction | with no little curiosity to the defence 
drawn between cheap and expensive wine. which the Secretary of the Treasury 
Again and again throughout the pages of | may now bring forward. The Customs 
this Minute a promise is made to these | Board themselves admit that they do not 
men by a State Department that a certain | retain the work of import gauging for 
class of work shall in future be dis-/ first-class officers alone, but they allege 
charged by particular officers in order to | that it is absurd to suggest that the work 
increase the rates of promotion for men|of gauging light clarets should be 
in the lower grades. For two years a |reserved for first-class officers. I have 
private confidential interpreting Minute | ventured to dwell on this particular 
existed between the Treasury and the | phase of the question, but it would be 
Customs Board, of which the men had | easy to show that it is only one cause of 
no knowledge whatever. They sawcasks the discontent which runs through 
ofwine still gauged by men of the second the whole of this important State 
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Department, and a discontented class of | man so employed becomes discontented, 
servants is not likely to render efficient | and some of the menare notfit forthe duty, 


service to the State. 
to another question. The great com- 
plaint made by the men is that the 
rate of promotion is slower than they 
were entitled to expect. Again and again 


it was stated in the Minute that while | 


the Treasury could not undertake to 


increase the salaries, they would under- , 


take to improve the rate of ‘promotion, 
and therefore inter ulia the Minute laid 


down that each branch of the service | 
should have attached to it a sufficient | 


margin of officers of that class to meet 
the vacancies arising from sickness and 
leave of absence. The men of the lower 
ranks had been for years, were during 


the time of the Minute, and are still, | 


called upon in the most unwarrantable 
fashion to discharge the more important 
duties of officers of a superior grade with- 
out receiving the emoluments attached to 


that particular grade. It would be absurd | 


to suggest that it would be possible to do 
without the system of “acting” alto- 
gether. In the smaller ports men may 
reasonably be called upon, daily if -you 


will, to discharge the duties of the higher | 


ranks, but I allege, and I think I can 
prove, that this system of “acting” is 
going on all over the country to a most 
unwarrantable extent. In London and 
the provinces men of inferior grade are 


called upon, at a minute’s notice, to dis- | 


charge not for a day, or a_ week, 
or a month, but for even greater 
periods, the duties of officers who are 
sick. Take Mount Pleasant office for 
example. I am prepared to give the 
names, places, and times. In Mount 
Pleasant, where nearly the whole of the 
Postal import duty is collected, a 
first-class examining officer has been 
acting as surveyor for six weeks 
straight off. This is not a small port a 
couple of hundred miles away from the 
central office. 
that if a man in receipt of £70 a year is 


The amusing part of it is | 
| existence when the Minute was issued. 


I will now pass’ A special promise was made with regard 


to Liverpool, but it has never been ful- 
filled. The following are the number of 
days worked in the port of Leith by 
inferior officers in superior positions :-- 
January 105, February 69, March 63, 
April 41, May 53, July 62, December 65, 
in addition to which there were parts of 
days, together making up nearly 12 
days. For a port of that character 
this is a most unwarrantable exercise of 
the system of “acting.” In other ports 
of the country the same thing is going 
on. In district after district there are 
unreasonable claims on young men to 
discharge the duties of older and 
more responsible officers. I believe 
the Secretary of the Treasury has 
admitted that the principle of 
acting ought not to be carried on to an 
unreasonable extent, and the whole 
question therefore is, what can be 
described as unreasonable? I cannot 
come to any other conclusion, after a 
most careful study of the Minute, and 
also a study of the system, that “acting” 
is carried on to an unwarrantable extent. 
The explanation to my mind is that there 
is competition between the Excise and 


' Customs Departments as to which can 


collect the largest amount of revenue at 
the smallest amount of cost, and the 
consequence is that year after year, 
although the Customs revenue has in- 
creased, thecost of the service isdecreasing. 
I am inclined to think if the Secretary of 
the Treasury will carry his investigations 
not a very great distance, he will find 
that this system has resulted not in the 
collection of a larger amount of revenue, 
but of a much smaller amount than would 
be secured if the service were sufficiently 
manned. With regard to the Assis- 


tants, their claim is not based on the 


sufficient 
not in 


for the 
was 


Treasury Minute, 
reason that that class 


away sick, they will send to a neighbour-| They asked the Treasury to institute 
ing station for a man of the same class | certain reforms in their conditions of 
to fill his place, but when a man is absent | service, rates of pay, and promotion, and, 
who is in receipt of £400 a year it is| oddly enough, the Treasury acceded to 
naturally cheaper to employ a man of all their claims, but instead of applying 
£250 to discharge his duties, and save|the remedy to the men already in the 
the expense which would be attached to | service who asked for these improve 


increasing the staff of that particular ments, it was 
That may be to the interests of | entrants to the service. 


depot. 


the Exchequer, but it is not to the interest | result ? 


applied only to new 
What is the 
You have sitting at the 


of the taxpayer in the long run, because a | same desk, in the same office, two men— 


Mr. Gray. 
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one with four years’ service and a salary | 
Involving duty to the Crown of over 
£7,000 ? 


of £70 5s., the other with four days’ 
service and a salary of £70. The latter 
has had no service ; he is only a young 
fellow who has just passed his examina- 
tions, but under the new conditions he 
gets £70 as his initial salary. 
man has four years’ service, but before 
he joined this particular grade he was 
discharging two classes of duty, one of a 
comparatively important character, the 
other of a comparatively unimportant 
character. In the new class which has 
been constituted he drops the unim- 
portant work, and is discharging nothing 
but the important work. That is the first 
year of their comradeship. After the 
seventh year the newcomer is getting 
£100, whereas the other must labour 
12 or 13 years before he reaches that 
level. Such an arrangement is mani- 
festly unjust. I apologise to the Com- 
mittee for having elaborated these griev- 
ances at such great length, but I believe 
I am justified, not only because of the 
complaints on the part of the men, but 
also because, owing to the inadequate 
staff, there is being practised very exten- 
sive fraud on Her Majesty’s Revenue. 
The men declare, and I have no reason to 
doubt them, that this is the sort of thing 
that goes on day by day. A cargo of 
high-class wines or spirits arrives at the 
docks ; it is immediately taken charge of 
by a first-class examining officer; it is 
gauged and ullaged, and its strength 
is determined and registered. It is 
then transferred to a bonded ware- 
house, where it is locked up in charge of 
a bonded warehouseman and a_ repre- 
sentative of the Customs Board. What 
takes place? In order to secure that no 
leakage occurs a Surveyor of Customs 
goes into the bonded warehouse, consults 
the register of casks, and asks that the 
particular cask be produced. Now there 


are not sufficient officers of this class to | 
| Treasury should be judge and jury at the 
| same time, because I am confident he will 


allow the officer to wait until the par- 
ticular cask he asks for is brought up. 
Having called for the cask, he is off to 
some other duty and may not be back | 
for five hours. Meantime the cask is tam- | 
pered with, and the loss which was going | 
on has been made good, and the officer is | 
deceived. In its turn that particular | 
cask will be dealt with to make up) 
the loss in others. I may be told that 
this is a fanciful picture, but is it not a} 
fact that within the last few months, at | 


one port alone, no less than ten thousand | officials. 
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gallons of spirits escaped in this way, 


I would ask whether in the 
neighbourhood of the docks in that port 
it was not possible to purchase 2d. worth of 
good spirits in the streets from unlicensed 
persons, and the Customs officers did not 
discover the fraud until after an employee 
had been dismissed. Who had to pay 
the piper? The bonded warehouse hands 
over bonds to the Treasury for, I think, 
£5,000. That was not sufficient to cover 
the loss in this case, and the Treasury 
had to put into force an old Act of 
Parliament by which they compelled 
the warehouse to pay the full duty. 
That occurred through an inadequate 
staff of Customs officers. In two other 
ports spirits have been leaking away. to 
the extent of several hundreds of pounds of 
duty during the last twelve months, in 
what manner it is absolutely impossible 
to determine, because the Customs Board 
have not at their disposal a sufficient staff 
of officers to go round and take stock in 
the warehouses. I am not asking that 
the salaries of these men be increased, 
because I do not take the view that 
having entered into a contract that con- 
tract should be broken. But while I take 
that stand in defence of the Treasury, 
I am bound to take an equal stand 
in defence of the men. Many of them 
live in my own constituency, and they 
have made me familiar with their com- 
plaints, and I think the Board of Customs 
have so far offered no adequate defence. 
I appeal to the Secretary of the Treasury 
to look into the matter himself. I have 
the utmost confidence in his fairness, and 
if he be left alone and not fettered by any 
permanent official who may receive a bonus 
if they can get the Estimates cut down, I 
should be prepared to leave the case in 
I had hope of urging the ap- 
pointment of a Committee of Enquiry, 
but I prefer that the Secretary of the 


deal with the question fairly. I move 
that the vote be reduced by £100. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That Item B (Port Establishments) be 
reduced by £100 in respect of Salaries, ete.” 
(Mr. Gray.) 


*Mr. HANBURY: I think the hon. 
Member for North West Ham has madea 
very unfair attack upon the permanent 
Who are these permanent 
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officials who have received the bonuses of 
which he spoke, and what reason has he 
to suppose that they are less fair in trying | 
to deal with a matter of this kind than I | 
am? The whole speech of my hon. | 
Friend is a speech practically in favour of | 
more rapid promotion in this branch of 
the Customs service. That is the whole 
gist of his remarks from beginning to 
end. He first complains that the terms | 
of the Goschen Minute have not been | 
carried out with regard to the promotion | 
of surveyors to collectorships. As far | 
as I understand the Goschen Minute, | 
the idea was that a certain number of | 
surveyors should be appointed to collec- | 
torships, that there should be no gulf | 
between the grades, and that it should be | 
possible for surveyors to be appointed as | 
collectors in certain ports. That has | 
occurred certainly in one case quite | 
recently, and my hon. Friend must know | 
that in a great number of cases the | 
salaries of surveyors are very much in | 
excess of the salaries of collectors. The | 
hon. Member has dealt with the question | 
of the number of surveyors, and he | 
very fairly says that that number | 
in relation to the number of junior | 
officers to a great extent governs | 
the rapidity of promotion. But he also | 
says that there has been a reduction in | 
the number of higher grade officers since | 
1892. That statement is, however, 
misleading. The total number of sur- | 
veyors’ posts, or their equivalents, since | 
the Goschen Minute has undoubtedly 
been increased. I do not say that 
decreases have not taken place, but the | 
statistics of my hon. Friend evidently 
refer only to the port of London, where, 
naturally, they have decreased, because 
there was not sufficient work for them to 
do. Nevertheless, the number of sur- 
veyors elsewhere has been increased, 
and all these places are open _ to 
men in the lower grade, whether they 
belong to London or to other ports. 
Therefore, the number of places open to 
them has not been decreased in any way 
by the reduction in the port of London. 
I have been asked if there was not a 
distinct promise of a permanent increase 
in the first and second class surveyors in 
the port of London. That was not so, for 
it was simply said that there should be a 
temporary increase pending the promotion 
of certain third-class surveyors, and my 
point is that the promise as to London has 
been carried out, and the promise as to pro- 


Mr. Hanbury. 
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motion has also been carried out. Although 
the surveyors all over the country have 
been reduced by eight, this has been 
only a nominal decrease, because the 
number of equivalent posts has been 
increased by nine or ten. It should 
also be remembered that the _first- 
class examining officers, which is the 
class immediately next to the sur- 
veyors, are actually getting the same 
maximum salary as was being obtained by 
seventeen of the surveyors at the time of 
the Goschen Minute. The hon. Member 
said that the number of places for junior 
appointments has also been very largely 
increased, but that is not the fact. The 
comparison that has been made by my 
hon. Friend, or by those who advised him, 
is a comparison based upon the estimates 
of 1890-91, and in those estimates a 
peculiar mistake occurred. It had been 
intended to cut down the second class by 
200, and the result was that in the esti- 
mates the number put down as intended 
to serve during that year was 617 as 
against 860. As a matter of fact that 
policy was not carried out, and the 
number actually on the staff during that 
year was not 617 but 816. That entirely 
alters the calculation of my hon. Frieid, 
and the proportion of surveyors and 
examining officers first class to the 
lower classes is exactly the same now 
as it was at the time of the Goschen 
Minute. Then the hon. Member com- 
plains that a large amount of work is 
being done by the second-class examining 
officers which ought to be done by the 
first-class officers; but if the former 
| were transferred it would have the effect 
of increasing the number of the higher 
| grade, and, indirectly, increasing the 
| pensions. I agree with the hon. Member 
that the language of the Minute is not as 
| perfect as it possibly might be, but it is 
better to interpret that Minute by the 
| language of the person who drew it up, 
-and my right hon. Friend, the present 
| First Lord of the Admiralty, on the very 
| first day when this Minute had to be 
interpreted, said that in his view only 
|important work should be given to the 
| first-class examining officers. Surely that 
| was in accordance with common sense. I 
_do not suppose that even my hon. Friend 
wants to create posts for men, or to pay 
| salaries higher than the character of the 
work which they have actually got to do. 
What is the difference between these two 
classes? The second class have to gauge 
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the cheaper wines, whereas the work of the | 


first-class examining officers is that of gaug- 
ing the dearer wines, and more especially 
spirits. Why is it that the inferior officers 
gauge the inferior wines, while the first- 
class officers have to gauge the higher 
class of wines? One reason is that the 
responsibility is greater; and I under- 
stand that there is less difference between 
the casks containing light French wines, 
so that less skill in gauging is required. In 
regard to spirits and dearer wines that is 
not the case, more especially in regard 
to spirits, which come in all kinds of casks 
and shapes, and a man has to be an expert 
to gauge the different shapes and different 
forms of these casks. I think, therefore, 
there is a great difference between the 
work of the two classes. The hon. 
Member next referred to the system of 
“acting,” and I perfectly agree with him 
that it is possible to carry this practice 
too far. It is, however, an advantage for 
one of a lower grade to discharge the 


duties of a higher position, and act as | 


substitute in the absence of his superior 
officer, because that better qualifies him 
for promotion. I find the same thing 
going on in the Post Office, where I have 
known men “acting ” for a year at a time, 
and that is grossly unfair. I cannot help 
thinking, however, that it is perfectly fair 
to apply it to the Customs service. I am 
surprised to find that the cases quoted by 
my hon. Friend were not very long ones, 
and he quoted a case which he thought 
was one of great hardship, where a man 
had been “acting” for six weeks. I 
do not think that was a_ hardship, 
and if that is one of the worst 
cases, then I cannot think that the 
practice prevails to the extent which 
the hon. Member thinks it does. The 
hon. Member complains that under 


the Goschen Minute there was an arrange- | 
ment by which the men pass from the | 


second class of examining officers to the 


first class by competitive examination, but | 


that was found to be somewhat too favour- 
able to the younger officers, and a system 
was substituted by which the men practi- 


cally went up by seniority if they passed | 


a qualifying examination. The hon. 
Member maid that he wanted to see the 
Goschen Minute carried out literally, but 


his great complaint now is that the | 
| that we ought to have some more efficient 


Goschen Minute is carried out. 
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Exchequer, having seen the advantage of 
this form of examination, decided to 
introduce it in the Customs service, and 
what I complained of was that the two 
subsequent examinations were a violation 
of that clause. 


*Mr. HANBURY: I do not think that 
my hon. Friend’s contention is correct, be- 
cause it has never been brought to my 
knowledge that this examination was not 
in accordance with the Treasury Minute 
of Mr. Goschen. I now come to the last 
point, which is that of assistants of Cus- 
toms. The hon. Member complains that 
there are men acting as assistants of 
Customs some of whom have had four 
years’ service, and yet others who have 
only had one year of service are getting 
exactly the same pay. When I heard 
that statement I asked the hon. Member 
if he meant the same service, for he knows 
very well that the old class of outdoor 
officers performed not only the duties 
now discharged by assistants, but also 
those which are assigned to the watcher 
class ; and therefore their work was of a 
mixed nature, and was not, on an average, 
as high as that of the present assistants. 
Two or three years ago the new class of 
assistants was appointed to do the 
superior work, and the men to whom 
reference has been made were held to be 
qualified to pass into that class at their 
existing salaries, although they were 
higher than the minimum of that class. 
The complaint of my hon. Friend is that 
these men, who had been performing 
work of a mixed nature for three or four 
years before their appointment, are now 
receiving the same salaries in the new 
class as the men who entered it upon 
its formation without previous service. 
Is there anything unreasonable in that? 
I confess that I see no hardship in it at 
all. If my hon. friend had heen able 
to show that they had been performing 
the same duties throughout their service, 


| then the case would have been different. 
Then there is the question of “ frauds.” 


That matter has not been brought before 
my notice, and I am somewhat inclined 
to think that my hon. Friend has some- 
what exaggerated the facts of the case. 
The impression put upon my mind was 


_ system of dealing with these matters, and 


Mr. GRAY: The Goschen Minute laid | 
it down that the Chancellor of the 


if the hon. Gentleman, who apparently 
has some means of getting into touch 
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with persons able to give information, 
will enable the authorities to communicate 
with them with the same readiness and 
promptitude, it will be of considerable 
assistance. I hope, therefore, that we 
may count upon his services. 


Mr. RYDER (Gravesend) : I wish the 


Committee to extend to me the kind- | 


ness and consideration it always grants 
to a Member of this House who addresses 
it for the first time. I have to call atten- 
tion to certain grievances suffered by the 
ofticers of Customs. There are three 
classes of men—examining officers, pre- 
ventive officers, and boatmen. It is to 
the case of preventive officers I propose 
to refer. 


salary, promotion, and Sunday pay. The 
evidence given before the Ridley Com- 
mission showed the importance of the 
duties performed by these men. Let me 


give a few statistics on the question of | 


pay. 
commences with a salary of £110, as 
against £90 paid in the Water guard 
branch. The examining officer rises by 
an annual increment of £7 16s. to a 
maximum of £220. Inthe Water guard 


the annual rise is £5, and the maximum | 
of second class | 


£150. The number 
officers in the examining branch is 56, 
and they have 329 superior appointments. 
In the Water guard branch they get only 
59 superior appointments, and of these 
only 42 go up to a maximum of £200. 
Beyond this the examining officers have 
practically no Sunday duty or night 


duty, and they very seldom do 48 hours | 


per week. The Water guard men work 


from 53 to 84 hours per week, and have | 


a good deal of night and Sunday work, 
for which they get no pay whatever. I 
think these men are correct in saying that 
they are suffering under certain hardships. 
Under a Treasury Minute of 1891 it was 
directed that preventive officers’ duties 
should be performed by examining officers. 
I do suggest that, if the Secretary to the 
Treasury is unable to meet their claims 
Mr. Hanbury 
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They have practically three 
grievances, which come under the heads of | 


In the London branch an officer | 
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| in their entirety, he should at any rate 
allow them to commence at a salary of 
| £100, and to rise by an increment of 
£7 10s. to a maximum of £210; that 
| they should get 7s. per day for Sunday 
| duty, and that the upper section appoint- 
| ments should be increased to, say, 80 or 90. 
I think you will then have a_ body 
of men who are contented. The Com- 
mittee are quite aware of the importance 
of the duties performed by these men, 
and must know how necessary it is to 
employ men above reproach. 


Mr. STEADMAN : I rise for the pur- 
pose of calling attention to the rate of 
pay given to Customs watchers. This 
body of men have taken the place of men 
who, some little time ago, were in receipt 
‘of a salary of £100 per annum, full pay 
in sickness and on holidays, and pensions 
and uniform. Now, they began at 19s. a 
week, which represented 43d. per hour. 
|Since they have been made permanent 


'men, however, their wages have been 
raised to 21s. per week, but as they work 
54 hours they are only getting 44d. per 
hour. Their position is one of great 
responsibility, and all they ask for is an 
increase of 3s. per week, rising by annual 
increments of £2 12s. per annum, up to 
28s. per week. Seeing that they have 
taken the place of officers who were 
receiving £100 per year and other 
emoluments, I do think they are entitled 
to some consideration at the hands of the 
' Secretary to the Treasury. I would also 
like to put in an appeal on behalf of the 
boatmen whose case is to be brought 


forward by the honourable Member for 
Limehouse. 


*Mr. HANBURY: The honourable 
Member seems to be under a misappre- 
hension as to the salary of the men who 
'have been replaced by the Customs 
| watchers. These watchers have only 
succeeded to the inferior work of the 
officers for whom they were substituted. 
The original class has been divided into 
two classes, and these watchers are doing 
the inferior part of the work. The 
honourable member says they work nine 
hours per day, but that is only a matter 
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of calculation, for out of that they are|is a very long period indeed. I know 
allowed an hour for meals. The chief | that there are some cases in which the 
complaint, however, was on the point of | maximum salary has been raised from 
wages, and the honourable Member is | £80 to £85, but in these cases they are 
not satisfied with the 21s. they receive ; | no longer paid seizure money, and over- 
he has set up the ideal of 24s. as a living time is now hardly ever required. In 
wage. These men’s wages have already | many instances instead of being better off 
been raised from 19s, to 21s. but, in| they are now worse off than before. I 
addition, they get considerable advantages, | ask the right honourable Gentleman to 
which bring their earnings very near, if | see whether their salaries could not be 
not above, 24s. Then, it should be borne | improved. The complaint as to Sunday 
in mind that 24s. is advocated as the | labour is, that while in most departments 
wage of a perfectly able-bodied man, the men are paid time and a half for 
whereas a large number of these men are | Sunday labour, all that the Customs boat- 
pensioners, and it is quite possible that | men get is £5 a year, and they are liable 
they are not able-bodied. And again, | for duty on every Sunday. Some of the 
although nominally they are employed | men, indeed, get no money for Sunday 





nine hours, their average period of I consider that a hardship, and 
'Lask the right honourable Gentleman to 
look into the question. Then as to 
travelling expenses, boatmen who are 
moved from one port to another receive 


working is, I am told, only seven hours, 
and it is not very hard work. 
want to impress on the honourable gentle- 


man is this, that if he says 24s. is a wage | 
| . 
travelling expenses; but when the boat- 


which ought to be paid, then 21s., with 
all the various advantages they get, and 
which an outsider would not get, is 
certainly equal to the 24s. The men, for 
instance, get a fortnight’s holiday in the 
year, and they also receive sick pay, and 
bearing in mind that they do not doa 
full eight hours per day I think they 
should be satisfied with the remuneration 
given them. 


Mr. H. S. SAMUEL (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse): I desire to enlist the sym- 
pathy of the Secretary to the Treasury 
for the grievances of the Customs boat- 
men. These men are really examining 
officers, and their duty is to go over all 
ships which arrive in port. Their griev- 
ances principally relate to salary, employ- 
ment on Sunday, hours of work, and, in 
the case of the London men, travelling 
expenses. In regard to salary, they com- 
mence at £55 a year, rising by 30s. for a 
certain number of years, and then by 50s. 
a year until the maximum sum of £80 is 
reached. It therefore takes them fifteen 
years to reach the maximum salary, which 


What I | 


| labour. 


men in London are moved from one 
station to another they get no expenses 
to cover the cost of the removing of their 
homes. It is possible to say that London 
is one port, but then, in the estimation of 
the House and the Government, London 
is an aggregation of cities, and the men 
who are compelled to move their homes 
from one of these cities to another ought 
to have their expenses paid by the 
Department. As to the hours of work 
on the London stations, the men want 
them changed from the four-deck-watch 
system to the three-deck-watch system. 
I hope the right honourable Gentleman 
will lend a sympathetic ear to the petition 
for the redress of these grievances. 


Sir F. EVANS (Southampton): I am 
anxious also to appeal to the right honour- 
able Gentleman for these men. They are, 
in my opinion, very underpaid. I would 
go further than the right honourable 
Gentleman who has just spoken. I have 
to see constantly many of these men at 
work, I know what their work is, and 
the responsibility which is thrown upon 
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them, and I hold that their pay is quite | these men are always acting under the 


inadequate. 


corruption which has followed in other 
countries. Let us take care that we do not 
by underpaying them put temptations in 
their way, when they have wives and 
families to support. These men are called 
Customs boatmen, but, except in London, 
they do no boating. 


them in a boat. 
if they could be called assistant preventive 
officers, which they really are, and that 
some addition should be made to their 
salary adequate to their work, to the 
responsibility of their position, and to a 
just appreciation of the temptations that 
are coming in their way. 


We know the many temp- | 
tations that are put in their way and the | 


If you go down to) 
Southampton or Greenock you never see | 
It would be much better | 


In granting | 


| 


supervision of preventive officers. The 
question of the wages of Customs boat- 
men and preventive officers generally 
was thoroughly gone into by the present 
First Lord of the Admiralty and my 
|right honourable Friend the Member for 
Leeds, who was then Secretary to the 
Treasury in 1891. The salaries were 
then considerably increased, and there 
was no contention here that the decision 
arrived at as the result of the enquiry 
had not been properly carried out, or that 
the promises made to the men had not 
been fulfilled. We have not only to look 
at the pay these men get, but the promo- 
tions they have received. The promotions 
of the boatmen have been considerably 
increased since the Water guard and 


this the Treasury would do well for | preventive duties have been separated 


themselves as well as for the men. 


from the ordinary warehousing and other 
duties. At certain of the smaller places 


Mr. C. H. WILSON (Hull, West): T} the boatmen get very considerable allow- 
know there is a great amount of clissatis- | 4c¢es in addition to their pay, for they 
faction amongst this highly respectable practically act as preventive officers. As 


body of men, who have really important 
duties to perform. The rate of wages 
throughout the country is tending up- 
wards, and their rate of pay is totally 
inadequate. I would suggest that the 
maximum salary should be raised to 
£100, and that the yearly increment 
should be so raised as to enable the men 
to reach the maximum in 11 years in- 
stead of 15. 


*Mr. HANBURY: We know some- 
thing of the dissatisfaction amongst the 
Customs boatmen, but the books of my 
right honourable Friend the Patronage 
Secretary are so overladen with applica- 
tions for these positions that he has been 
obliged to refuse to receive any further 
applications. That is primd fucie an 
indication of the enormous competition 
there is to enter the service, and a rough- 
and-ready test of whether or not the men 
are fairly treated. My honourable Friend 
raises the point of responsibility, but 


Sir F. Evans. 





to Sunday work, it is absolutely necessary 
that we should have a certain number of 
these men on duty on Sunday. The 
question is whether they are properly 
paid for what they do; £5 a year was 
added to the maximum salary in order to 
meet this Sunday duty, and the men 
knew when they entered the service that 
the £85 included seven days’ work, if 
they were called upon to do Sunday duty. 
With regard to the travelling expenses of 
the men in London I do think that there 
is a case for inquiry, and I promise to 
look into it. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough) : I am exceedingly sorry that the 
right honourable Gentleman has adopted 
the course he has in regard to the classing 
of these men. If they are not paid for 
their service as they ought to be, it is 
quite possible for smuggling to go on 
wholesale. The men have long hours of 
labour, and the pay they receive is very 
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small indeed. They are a hard working | dealt with. Meanwhile, I must express 
body of men, and I trust that the right | my deep regret that the Secretary to the 
honourable Gentleman will reconsider the | Treasury has not met me in a more 
matter; otherwise I for one shall be | generous spirit. 


abe mn age 
Sepinancraneds ttiapecaiadaaaataa Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy) : I onlyrise 


*\MIrn. GRAY : I cannot allow the chal- | to express my surprise at the easy manner 
lenge of the Secretary to the Treasury to} in which the honourable Gentleman is 
pass unnoticed. I understood him to in-| satisfied. He has raised a subject to- 
sinuate in the last phrase of his speech night that we have had before the House 
that I was in touch with the men who almost every Session for the last five or 
were responsible for the frand. [Mr. 
HANBURY was understood to take ex- 
ception to this.] Then I am _ afraid 
the language of the Secretary to the 
Treasury is a little like the language of 


six years. He has got no satisfaction 
whatever, except the old stereotyped 
official statement, which means nothing ; 
and the question will be put off for 
the Treasury Minute —- expressed in another year, and nothing more will be 
somewhat unusual English — it was| done. Now, Sir, I represent a consider- 
certainly open to the interpretation [| able number of men who are interested 
placed upon it. With regard to the | in this question. Whether the honour- 
position of the examining officers, notwith- able Gentleman goes to a Division or not, 
standing what the Secretary to the |! shall certainly go to a Division, and I 
Treasury has asserted, their position is | hope to have his support. We have had 
worse now than it was at the time the | facts produced here to-night which show 
Treasury Minute was passed. I have ex- | beyond all doubt that there is a pressing 
plained again and again that it is most | and urgent grievance so far as these men 
fallacious to take the averages of the two | are concerned, but it is not a new griey- 
or three years before the Minute and the | ance. The right honourable Gentleman 
two or three years after, because promo-| knows the grievance just as well as we 
tions were delayed pending the inquiry, |do. He could have made a speech to- 
night which would have thrilled the 


and therefore on both sides of the 
inquiry the first year or two ought | House, if only he had been sitting on the 
to be eliminated. If he will take} other side. We miss his eloquence, but 
the three or four years before the | admire his impartiality. The Govern- 
inquiry, and the three or four years | ment is supposed to be the champion of 
subsequent to the inquiry, I think he will | short hours and big wages. Where is 
find that in every branch of the service | the eight hours movement now ? I think 
the rate of promotion is absolutely slower | this is a case in which the right honour- 
able Gentleman should have gone a little 








now than it was before the inquiry, and 
therefore the promises have not been | farther than the mere official promise to 
kept. I am placed in this position, I | look into it. But the right honourable 
have all the arguments on my side, and | Gentleman is worked too hard already. 
the right honourable Gentleman has all | The question is not going to be dealt 
the voting strength from the dining-room | with; it is going to be shelved. The 
and elsewhere on his, and hence I hesitate | Debate is going to be closed to-night, and 
to go toa Division. I shall, however, bring nothing more will be done until next year, 
the matter forward on every available | because we have had the promise to look 
opportunity until it has been satisfactorily into the question until we are tired of it. 
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*Mr. HANBURY: I have not pro-{ sions during the dinner hour, and if the 


mised to look into it. | honourable Member will only induce his 


‘friends to come into our lobby, we 
| may he able to place a very powerful case 


Mr. DALZIEL : Then th é is | 
a E ae en eee: ae before the right honourable Gentleman. 


even worse than I anticipated, and we | 


have no alternative but to take the | 
opinion of the House upon it. The hon- | Question put. 

ourable Gentleman who has just sat down | 

says the numerical strength is against us.| The Committee divided :—Ayes 5 
Well, I have seen some rather funny Divi-| Noes 90.—(Division List No, 167.) 


7 


AYES. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) Gray, Ernest (West Ham) Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Atherley-Jones, L. Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Baker, Sir John Harwood, George Thomas, DavidAlfred( Merthyr 
Barlow, John Emmott Hazell, Walter Thornton, Perey M. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire)| Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Billson, Alfred King, Sir Henry Seymour Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Leng, Sir John Weir, James Galloway 
Caldwell, James Lloyd-George, David | Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Carew, James Laurence MacAleese, Daniel Williams, John Carvell (Notts 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton | M‘Dermott, Patrick | Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Cawley, Frederick M‘Leod, John Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh.) Maddison, Fred Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Clough, Walter Owen O’Connor, T, P. (Liverpool) | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Colville, John | Oldroyd, Mark Wilson, Jos H (Middlesbrough 
Crilly, Daniel | Pickersgill, Edward Hare | Yoxall, James Henry 
Dillon, John | Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Doughty, George | Rickett, J. Compton | 
“pte sw Lg James | Round, James TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Evans,SirFrancisH.(South’ton | Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) Mr. Ryder and Mr. Dalziel. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert Spicer, Albert 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley Steadman, William Charles 

NOES, 

Arnold, Alfred Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) | Howell, William Tudor 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Douglas, Rt. Hon A. Akers- Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Balfour, RtHonG. W. (Leeds) | Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. Jolliffe, Hon H. George 
Banbury, Frederick George Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E Kemp, George 
Bartley, George C. T. Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) Knowles, Lees 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Bethell, Commander Fisher, William Hayes Lawrence, SirEDurning-(Corn 
Biddulph, Michael Forster, Henry William Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Blakiston-Houston, John Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Blundell, Colonel Henry Garfit, William Llewelyn SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John | Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Bullard, Sir Harry Giles, Charles Tyrrell Long, RtHn Walter (Liverpool) 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r | Gilliat, John Saunders Lowe, Francis William 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. | Lowles, John 
Charrington, Spencer Goldsworthy, Major-General | Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Clare, Octavius Leigh Gordon, Hon, John Edward Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A.E. | Goschen, George J. (Sussex) , Macdona, John Cumming 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Goulding. Edward Alfred | M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edinb’h, W 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Green, WalfordD(Wednesbury | Moon, Edward Robert Pac 
Colston, Chas. Edw.H.Athole | Hamilton,Rt.Hon.LordGeorge | Moore, William (Antrim, x.) 
Corbett, A C (Glasgow) | Hanbury,Rt.Hon.Robert Wm. | Morrison, Walter 
Cripps, Charles Alfred | Heath, James | Murray, RtHn AGraham(Bute 
Curzon, Viscount Hermon-Hodge,RobertTrotter | Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles Houston, R. P. Pilkington, Rich(LaneNewton 
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Platt-Higgins, Frederick ' Smith, James Parker(Lanarks | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Pollock, Harry Frederick Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) | Wyndham, George 
Priestley, Sir W.Overend(Edin | Strauss, Arthur | 
Purvis, Robert Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray TELLERS FOR THE NoES— 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney _ Usborne, Thomas Sir William Walrond and 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) Webster,Sir R E(Isle of Wight Mr. Anstruther. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas Willox, Sir John Archibald 

Original Question put, and agreed to. | Crass ILI. 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £9,446, be 

| granted to Her Majesty, to complete the snm 
Crass VI. | necessary to defray the Charge which will 
| come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1900, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the 





5, £287,628, to complete the sum for 


Superannuations and Retired Allowances. _, rs : eet d 
Commissioners in Lunaey in England. 


6. £2,130, to complete the sum for 


, x 3. “That a sum, not exceeding £67, be 
Merchant Seamen’s Fund Pensions. : : : 


granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 31st day of March 1900, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Mint, including 


7. £785, to complete the sum for Mis- 
cellaneous Charitable and other Allow- 


ances. the Expenses of Coinage.” 
> ag : . 7 = "OW ° mr a ae 
Resolutions to be reported To-morrow ; 4, «That a sum, not exceeding £9,274, be 
Committee to sit again To-morrow. granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 


necessary to defray the Charge which will 

| come in course of payment during the year 

ending on the 3lst day of March 1900, for the 

SUPPLY [19TH MAy]. ' Salaries and Expenses of the National Debt 
| Office.” 


Resolutions reported :— 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £14,300, be 


Civiz SERVICES AND REVENUE DekE-| granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
i | necessary to defray the charge which will 
PARTMENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. come in course of payment aula the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March 1900, for the 
Salaries and Expenses of the Public Record 
Office.” 

REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding £1,316,232, 6. “That a sum, not exceeding £13, be 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
sum necessary to defray the Charge which necessary to defray the Charge which will come 
will come in course of payment during the in course of payment during the year ending on 
year ending on the 31st day of March 1900, for | the 31st day of March 1900, for the Salaries 
the Salaries and Expenses of the Inland | and Expenses of the Establishment under the 
Revenue Department,” Publie Works Loan Commissioners.” 
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7. “That a sum not exceeding £26,884, be | Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Works and 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum | Public Buildings.” 
necessary to defray the Charge which will come | 
in course of payment during the year ending on : 
the 3lst day of March 1900, for the Salaries Resolutions agreed to. 
and Expenses of the Department of the | 
_ Registrar General of Births, &e. in England.” | 


ADJOURNMENT. 


8. “That a sum not exceeding £36,393, be| Motion made, and Question, “ That 
(Stir William 
| Walrond)—put, and agreed to. 





granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum | this House do now adjourn,” 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3ist day of March 1900, for the | House adjourned accordingly at a quarter 
Salaries and Expenses of the Office of the | before Ten of the clock. 
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| WESTON - SUPER-MARE, CLEVEDON, 
AND PORTISHEAD TRAMWAYS 





HOUSE OF LORDS. COMPANY (LIGHT RAILWAY EX- 
TENSIONS) BILL [Lords]. 
Friday, 2nd June 1899. Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
ee WHITEHAVEN CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 
NEW PEER. Commons. 
i) «c isis 4 — SE . i | 
The Marquess of Exeter—Sat first in) piewinGHAM, NORTH WARWICK. 
Parliament, after the death of his father. SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON- 


AVON RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 
| Commons. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. } 
G ROSVENOR CHAPEL (LONDON) BILL 


[ Lords]. 


PORTSMOUTH CORPORATION BILL | Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 
{Lords}. | Commons. 


The Chairman of Committees informed | MOSS SIDE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
the House that the opposition to the Bill| ~~~ (PRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords 
was withdrawn: The orders made on the Sinsicl Sa: axel tema) kasd weet he ae: 
27th of February and the 18th of May C inca ppiemas ey uae: Spells acre ie 
last discharged ; and Bill committed. hoerser 

| STRETFORD URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
NORTH-EASTERN AND HULL AND) CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords]. 
BARNSLEY LL eis DOCK) | Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 
nee | Commons. 


The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill | 
ted from the Select Committee with WITHINGTON — URBAN DISTRICT 
orb nda ee with | COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords}. 


amendments. 
Read 30, and passed, and sent to the 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL Ph ercnctoy 
[Lords]. : 
BELFAST CORPORATION BILL. 
The Queen's consent signified ; and Bill | Brought from the Commons ; read la > 
reported from the Select Committee with |  salendcdk teal incaaiaaine, 
amendments. | and reterrea to the Kxaminers. 
| CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY AND TOWN 
COALVILLE URBAN DISTRICT Gas | GAS. BILL [Lords] 
BILL [Lords 
I si Returned from the Commons agreed 
Commons Amendments considered, and | | to, with amendments. 
agreed to. 
: ; GLASTONBURY WATER BILL 
KENSINGTON AND NOTTING HILL. (Leede? 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL. f 
ele itted : 2 he C Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
vead =a, and committed; the Com- | with amendments: The said amendments 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee | considered, and agreed to. 


of Selection. | 
QUEEN’S FERRY BRIDGE BILL 


MIDLAND AND SOUTH-WESTERN [Lords], 
JUNCTION RAILWAY BILL. : ; 
iced ek abel seeing ba Returned from the Commons agreed to 
a | with amendments: The said amendments 
COBHAM GAS BILL [Lords]. | considered, and agreed to. 
Read 30, an Amendment made, Bill) ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
passed, and sent to the Commons. ORDERS (No. 14.) BILL [Lords]. 
ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH (CARDIFF) BILL| Read 2c (according to order). 
[Lords]. |GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the TION BILL [Lords]. 
Commons. Read 2a (according to order). 
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TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | (2) Dated 24th May, 1899, declaring 
(No. 1) BILL [Lords]. that Charles Brading, fitter, Royal 
Read 2a (according to order). Laboratory, War Department ; 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | were appointed without Civil Service certi- 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. | ficates through inadvertence on the part 
Read 2a (according to order). of the head of their Department. 


JONES'S DIVORCE BILL [H.L.]. 


Read 3a (according to order), and | 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


| NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS). 

Balance-sheet setting forth the assets 
ind liabilities of the Commissioners for 
| the Reduction of the National Debt in 
respect of trustee savings hanks on 20th 
November, 1898. 





PETITIONS, REPORTS, ETC. 





MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (BO- SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 


ROUGH FUNDS) ACT, 1872. ACT (IRELAND) 1877. 
Petition for Amendment of ; of Mayor, | Four Orders in Council, “ 13th 
&ec., of Kidderminster ; read, and ordered | May, 1899, giving effect to tules of 
to lie on the Table. 'Court under the Local Government 


COMPULSORY VACCINATION. cirnintg He sea 
; ¥ ¢ A Laid before the House (pursuant to 
*THE LORD CHANCELLOR (the Act) and ordered to lie on the Table. 
EARL of Hatspury): My Lords, I have | 
to present a petition from the Guardians |PARISH COUNCILLORS (TENURE OF 


of the Poor of the Wandsworth | OFFICE) BILL. 
and Clapham Union, in the County of; Read 3a (according to order), with the 


London, and in doing so I am bound to amendment, and passed, and returned to 
say that I entirely differ from the | the Commons. 
reasoning with which they prefer their SEA FISHERIES BILL [HL]. 
request, and also from the request itself, : , 
which is for the abolition of any form of| A Bill to amend the law relating to 
compulsory vaccination. bey fisheries was presented by the Earl 
of Camperdown (for the Lord Heneage) ; 
read law; to be printed ; and to be read 
2a on Thursday next. (No. 106). 


Petition read, and ordered to lie on the | 
Table. 


TREATY SERIES, No. 12 (1899). 5 x te ~~ ‘ 
Accession of Japan to the Industrial heer (oy a a a 
. p MENDME?} L. 
Property Convention of 20th March | SECOND READING. 


1883. | 
| Order of the day for the second read- 
TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. | ng read. 
No. 2279. Tunis (Trade and general) *THe SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 


progress, 1898-99). \(Lord Batrour of BuRLeicH) : My 
No. 2280. China (Ichang). | Lords, it will be within the recollec- 
No. 2281. China (Amoy). tion of your Lordships that two years 


ago an Act was passed which consti- 
| tuted a Congested Districts Board for Seot- 
| land, and under which certain powers were 
given to the Board for expending a sum 
of money which Parliament had set apart 
|for the purposes of the Act. Those 
powers, of course, are the only ones 
under which the Board can work, and 
the experience of the year and a-half’s 
SUPERANNUATION — TREASURY | working which we have had has shown 
MINUTES. /us that in some respects they do not 

(1) Dated 19th May, 1899, declaring | confer all the powers which we would like 
that James Mills, turner, Royal | to be able to exercise. It is obviously 
Gun Factory, War Department ; inexpedient for us to enter upon any 
and, enterprise which we are not sure we have 


CAPE OF GOOD HOPE (OBSERVA- 
TORY). 

Report of the Astronomer at the Cape | 
of Good Hope Observatory to the Lords 
Commissioners of the Admiralty, for the | 
year 1898. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
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respects to extend the powers which are 
iven to the Board by the principal Act. 

he chief object of the Bill is to enable 
the Board to give grants-in-aid to various 
localities within the congested districts in 
aid of practical education. As your 
Lordships are probably aware, a new 
Code of Education in Scotland has been 
promulgated this year, part of the policy 
of which has been to give large grants 
from the Imperial funds for this class of 
work. We do not aim at definite trade 
teaching, but, on the other hand, we 
recognise that if the children in these dis- 
tricts are to be made useful citizens, we 
cannot confine their education wholly to 


{2 JUNE 1899} 


the right to carry through in all its | grant. 
developments, and the object of this 
smail Bill, which I now ask your Lord- 
ships to read a second time, is in some 


166 


Business. 


We trust that in this way we 
|shall be able to elicit a real, practical 
| interest in these matters, and to get 
'the local authorities to start and manage 
‘these schools. The Board are absolutely 
unanimous that this policy is a right one. 
Since it has been indicated publicly we 
have had many representations in favour 
of it; I believe I may say that all those 
who have communicated with me have 
expressed themselves in favour of this 
policy. I have every hope, if your Lord- 
ships will pass this Bill, that it will not 
encounter opposition in another place, 
and I ask your Lordships now to give it 
a second reading. 


Bill read 2a (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next 


book-work. What we desire to aim at is | 


to develop all their faculties, and by 
means of practical work to cultivate 
their faculties of observation and of 
manual dexterity. Under the Code 
which I have just mentioned liberal 
grants are offered to localities which 
meet the conditions Jaid down. I am 
sure your Lordships will consider that 
it is a sound principle upon which to work 
that Imperiai funds should not be given 
as a rule except in response to correspond- 
ing activity and expenditure on the part 
of the localities, and there is certainly no 
intention on my part to in any way cast 
discredit upon what I have described as a 
sound principle. I will further say that 
so far as much the larger portion of the 


districts in Scotland are concerned, there | 
will, I believe, be no sort of difficulty in | 


their coming forward and meeting the 
conditions upon which these grants are 
offered. They know the value of practical 
education, and they have therefore every 
inducement to put their hands into their 
pockets, and to do their part; but in 
those Highland and poor districts to 
which the work of the Congested Districts 
Board is confined the conditions are 
different. They have the fewest openings 
for practical education, and yet they are 
precisely the very districts which cannot 
contribute out of their own resources to 
gain the advantages which are offered 
from the Imperial funds, and one of the 
chief objects we want to serve by this 
Bill is to help those poor districts to meet 
the conditions laid down, and, where we 
find it necessary, to give them funds 
which will enable them to obtain the Code 


THE SOUDAN EXPEDITION, 1898. 


PROPOSED GRANT TO LORD 
KITCHENER OF KHARTOUM. 


Message from the Queen— Delivered 
| by the Lord Chancellor, and read by his 
Lordship, as follows : 


Her Majesty, taking into consideration 
_the eminent services of Major-General 
| Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., 
K.C.M.G., in planning and conducting the 
recent expedition into the Soudan, and 
being desirous, in recognition of such 
' services, to confer some signal mark of 
Her favour upon him, recommends to the 
House of Lords that She should be 
‘enabled to grant Lord Kitchener the sum 
of thirty thousand pounds: 


Ordered, that the said message be 
_ taken into consideration on Monday next. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before 


| Five o’clock to Monday next, a quarter past 


Four o’clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 2nd June 1899. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 
(Standing Orders not previously inquired 
into complied with.) 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
F 2 
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the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

BRIGHTON MARINE PALACE AND 

PIER BILL [Lords]. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


(Standing Orders applicable thereto | 


complied with.) 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the 


Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 


which are applicable thereto have been | 


complied with, viz. :-— 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 16) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 

PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


BRIGG URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


Lords Amendments considered, and 


agreed to. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY 
COMPANIES (NEW LINES) BILL. 


ead the third time, and passed. 
NORFOLK ESTUARY BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- | 


WAY (NEW RAILWAYS) BILL. 
As Amended, considered ; two Clauses 
added ; an Amendment made; Bill to be 
read the third time. 


DERBY CORPORATION WATER BILL, 


LEICESTER CORPORATION WATER 
BILL, AND SHEFFIELD CORPORA- 
TION (DERWENT VALLEY) WATER 
BILL. 


Ordered, That it be an instruction to 
the Committee on the Derby Corpora- 
tion Water Bill, the Leicester Corpora- 
tion Water Bill, and the Sheffield 
Corporation (Derwent Valley) Water Bill, 
that they have power, if they think fit, 
to consolidate the said Bills or any part 
or parts thereof respectively into one or 
more Bills.—(Sir John Brunner.) 

« 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 
VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL, 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (GAS) BILL. 


LOCAL 





Read a second time, and committed. 
| 

GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 


PROVISIONAL 
| 

| ; : 

| Read a second time, and committed, 

| 

| 


LOCAL 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT 


PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 5) BI 


) 
LL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


| LOCAL 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


tead a second time, and committed. 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 
| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


| PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


| BROUGHTY FERRY GAS AND PAVING 
ORDER BILL [Lords}. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
| visional Order confirmed]; Report to lie 
upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS CONFIRMATION 


| (ABERAVON, &c.) BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
'visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 
| Monday next. 


| CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 
Reported,. with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
| 
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ARBROATH CORPORATION GAS BILL | ceived and applied in the year ended 

[Lords], '31st March, 1899, in respect of the Old 
and New Sinking Funds [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table and to be printed. [No. 
207.] 


NATIONAL DEBT (SAVINGS BANKS). 
Copy presented,—of Balance Sheet 
setting forth the Assets and Liabilities 
| of the Commissioners for the Reduction 
werent Fae of the National Debt in respect of Trustee 
KEW BRIDGE BILL [Lords]. Savings Bank on the 20th November, 
Reported, without Amendment; Re- | 1898 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be | to be printed. [No. 208.] 
printed. | 


| 


Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. 


DUMBARTON BURGH BILL [Lords]. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report | 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Bill to be read the third time. | SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 
| Copies presented, — of Treasury 
JONES’ DIVORCE BILL [Lords]. | Minutes declaring that the under-men- 
Read the first time ; to be reada second | tioned Persons were appointed to the 
time. | Offices set against their names without a 


Civil Service Certificate, through inad- 

GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL _ vertence on the part of the Heads of their 
[Lords]. Departments, viz., James Mills, Turner, 

Read the first time; and referred to Royal Gun Factory, War Department, 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private dated 19th May, 1899; Charles Brading, 
Bills. | Fitter, Royal Laboratory, War Depart- 
ment, dated 24th May, 1899 [by Act]; 


SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL to lie upon the Table. 


{ Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to PARLIAMENTARY RETURNS. 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills Copy presented,—of Treasury Minute, 
_— dated 29th May, 1899, directing the dis- 
FRIENDS PROVIDENT INSTITUTION continuance of the annual account, under 
BILL[LORDS] [STAMP DUTIES]. the Savings: Banks Moneys Act, 1863, of 
Constihered ta: Contustties assets and liabilities of the National Debt 
2 ; | Commissioners in respect of Trustee 
(In the Committee. ) | Savings Banks [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Resolved, That it is expedient to , table. 
authorise the imposition of the following) ,;pERsHOT (SEWAGE FARM AND 
ey meg _ — rg ona DAIRY). 
under any Act of the present Session 1 weree 
relating - the Tiiands Provident — prosonted, ot Report “ve the 
-, condition of the Aldershot Camp Sewage 
Institution :— Farm and of the Dairy maintained upon 


For and upon the first Memorial | : : mn 
enrolled of the names of the persons who | is [by Command |; to Hie npemithe Table, 


shall be deemed held and taken to be COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL). 


Trustees of the Institution, or of any | Copy presented,—of Report, No. 260 
special fund of the Institution, the sum of | (Niger, West African Frontier Force 
five pounds ; and upon every other such al , 


— | Ropor 1897-8 ; 
Memorial in which the name of any | reeaeia _ ea (ey Comment} to 


person shall for the first time be inserted | 
as a Trustee of the Institution the sum of | SUGAR (BOUNTIES, &c.) 
five pounds.—(Dr. Farquharson.) | Return presented,—relative thereto 
Resolution to be reported upon Monday | [ordered 27th April ; Mr. Seale-Hayne] ; 
next. | to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
SINKING FUNDS. | [No. 209. ] 
Account presented,—of the Com-'CAPE OF GOOD HOPE OBSERVATORY. 
missioners for the Reduction of the Copy presented,—of Report of the 
National Debt, showing the amount re-,; Astronomer to the Lords Commissioners 


| 
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of the Admiralty for the year 1898 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


TREATY SERIES (No. 12, 1899). 
Copy presented,—of Accession of Japan 
to the Industrial Property Convention of 
20th March, 1883 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | 
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'General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, 
G.C.B., K.C.M.G., in planning and con- 
ducting the recent expedition into the 
Soudan, and being desirous, in recognition 
of such services, to confer some signal 
mark of her favour upon him, recom- 
mends to her faithful Commons that she 
should be enabled to yrant Lord 
Kitchener the sum of thirty thousand 
pounds. 


Balmoral. 
Ist June, 1899. 


2279 to 2281 (by command) ; to lie upon | 


the table. 


PROSECUTION OF OFFENCES 
1879 and 1884. 


Address for ‘ Return 


ACT, 


showing the 


Ordered, That Her Majesty’s Most 
|Gracious Message be referred to the 
| Committee of Supply.—(Mr. Balfour.) 


working of the Regulations made in 1886 | 


for carrying out the Prosecution of 


Offences Acts, 1879 and 1884, with | 
statistics setting forth the number, 


nature, cost, and results of the proceed- | 


ings instituted by the Director in accord- 
ance with those Regulations from the 1st 


day of January 1898 to the 31st day of | 


December 1898 (in continuation of Par- 
liamentary Paper, No. 204, of Session 
1898).”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


DEATHS FROM WINDOW CLEANING 
ACCIDENTS. 

Address for ‘‘ Return showing approxi- 
mately the number of Coroners’ Inquests 
in the county of London during the five 
years ended 3lst day of December 1898 
in cases in which persons were killed by 
falling from windows while engaged in 
cleaning them.”—(M/r. Provand.) 


LUNACY BILL [LORDS]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday, 12th June, 
and to be printed. [Bill 225.] 


THE SOUDAN EXPEDITION 1898. 


PROPOSED GRANT TO 
LORD KITCHENER OF KHARTOUM. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREAS- | 
URY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, | 
E.), at the Bar, acquainted the House | 


that he had a Message from Her Majesty 
to this House, signed by Her Majesty’s 
own hand, and he presented the same to the 


House ; and it was read by Mr. Speaker | 


(all the Members of the House being un- 
covered), and is as followeth :— 
VICTORIA R. 
Her Majesty, taking into considera- 
tion the eminent services of Major- 


'Northern Railway Company.” 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to,— 

Infectious Disease (Notification) Act 
(1889) Extension Bil’, with an Amend- 
| ment :— 


Crowborough District Water Bill, with 
Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to dissolve the marriage of 
Charlotte Jane Jones, the wife of Robert 
Colvill Jones, with the said Robert Colvill 
Jones, and to enable her to marry again ; 
and for other purposes.” [Jones Divorce 


| Bill [Lords.] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to con- 
fer further powers upon the Great 
| Great 
Northern Railway Bill { Lords. | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 
to enable the Mayor, Aldermen, and 
Burgesses of the borough of Sunderland 
to construct additional Tramways in and 
adjacent to the borough; and for other 
purposes.” [Sunderland Corporation Bill 
| Lords. } 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Trustee Savings Banks,—Bill to 
amend the Trustee Savings Banks Acts, 
ordered to be brought in by Sir Albert 
Rollit, Mr. Campbell, and Mr. Ure. 

Trustee Savings Banks Bill,—* to 
‘amend the Trustee Savings Banks Acts,” 
| presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next and to be printed. [Bill 


',226.] 
) 
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PETITIONS, REPORTS, éc. { LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Drainie, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


| 





BOROUGH FUNDS ACT, 1872. 

Petitions for alterations of law ;—from | 

Horncastle ;— Tredegar ; — Nantyglo ;— | 
and, Abertillery ; to lie upon the Table. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


-| Petitions in favour -—From Elgin :-— 
ING FEUS AN ; S(S : 2 “SIN 5 
— LAND) <n (SCOT | and, Haddington ; to lie upon the Table. 


Petition from Haddington, against : to | 
ib pelt hee: Tisha: inks, ommend MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour;— From Cefn 


COUNTY COUNCILLORS (QUALIFICA- | Brithda ; — Cwmtillery (two) ; — New 


| 


TION OF WOMEN) (SCOTLAND) | Tredegar ; — Vivian ;— Tillery ; — Burn- 


BILL. | bank ;—Garswood ;— Tenghenith ;— Dar- 
Petition from Haddington, against ; to | randdu ; — Gyfelach ;—St. George ; — 
lie upon the Table. | Dunvant ; — Primrose ;—— Weig Fawr ;— 


| Elba ;—F forest Fach ;—Hindley Green ;— 


CROFTERS' HOLDINGS (SCOTLAND) | Henwain Pit ;—Lower Deep Pit ;—Griffin 
ACT (1886) AMENDMENT BILL. | Pit (No. 2);— Clydach ;— Coal Brook 
Petition from Haddington, against ; to | Vale ;—North Blaina ;—and, Griffin Pit 
lie upon the Table. | (No. 3) Collieries ; to lie upon the Table. 
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS (SCOT- PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL: 


a LAND) BELL. : Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; | to lie upon the Table. 
to lie upon the Table. | 
> > , AD A ‘Ppw elit prep INIT. 
EDUCATION (SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) | POOR [tt OCT AND, BIER 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. | en eee oe 
Petition from Haddington, for altera- | 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. | 
| PR TATE sEGISLATIO} ~ROCE IRE 
EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) AMEND: | ericaagt oe es 
MENT BILL. ey Ue i , 
Detiitiid ‘tin Gadhia th favous _| Petitions in favour ;—From Dalkeith ; 
wit : _—r r >|and, Haddington; to lie upon the 


Petition from Haddington, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 





. : "ey ‘al a | ‘. 
to lie upon the Table | Table. 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND | pypiic LIBRARIES (SCOTLAND) ACTS 
AND IRELAND) ane | AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition a in favour ;/ Petition from Haddington, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. | to lie upon the Table. 
| 


FOREIGN SUGAR. : 
te | ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 


Petition of the Royal Jamaica Society | IRELAND. 
of Agriculture and Commerce and Mer-| Petition from London, for establish- 


chants’ Exchange, for imposition of| ment ; to lie upon the Table. 
countervailing duties; to lie upon the 
Table. | SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
lacie RE ORTTTES). = | Petitions in favour ;—From Dorking ;— 
2 a ._ | Hayle ;—Spitalfields ;—Kingsclere Wood- 
Petition from Ashton-in-Makerfield, in |), nds ;_-Pilton ;—Kemton Mandeville ; 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. | —and, Somerton ; to lie upon the Table. 
; i 7ALUES (‘ , SCOT: | 
“seen DB | SMALL TENANTS (SCOTLAND) BILL: 
Petition from Haddington, against ; to| Petition from Haddington, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. | lie upon the Table. 
‘ 











175 Sierra Leone. {COMMONS} Sierra Leone. 176 


SUCCESSION (SCOTLAND) BILL. informed Her Majesty’s Minister on 23rd 
Petition from Haddington, for altera- | June, 1898, that Ta-lien-wan could not be 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. considered a “ port effectivement ouvert” 
until the establishment of a Customs 
TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. service similar to that existing at other 
Petitions in favour ;—From Elgin ;— | ports opened by Treaty, and ‘that a de- 
and, Haddington ; to lie upon the Table. claration to that effect would have to be 
made to the Representativ es of the Treaty 
TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL | Powers. Her Majesty’s Government are 
Petitions in favour ;—From Partick ;— | awaiting such a communication from the 
to lie upon the Table. Russian Government. No regulation has 
_as yet been issued by the Russian Govern- 
TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE | ment confining the carrying trade be- 
TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL. | tween Russian ports and’ Ta-lien-wan to 
Petition from Haddington, in favour ; | Russian ships. 
to lie upon the Table. 





and, Stornoway ; 





BRITISH TRADERS AT CANTON. 
; be *Mr. HATCH (Lanes., Gorton): I 
QUESTIONS. beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. for Foreign Affairs, whether the Chinese 
Mr. LLOYD GEORGE (Carnarvon) : | authorities at Canton have objected to 
With regard to the Provisional Order | the establishment by Messrs. Banher and 
Bills w hich were in the Paper to-day, may | Company, British subjec ts resident there, 
I suggest that it would be for the! of business premises in the native city of 
convenience of the House if the same| Canton; whether Messrs. Banher and 
procedure was followed as in the case of Company in establishing such premises 
other Bills, and the names inserted instead | are acting within treaty rights ; and, 
of the numbers? I wished, for insté INCe, | ' such being the case, whether Her 
to know whether one of the Orders in| | Majesty’s Government have taken any 
to-day’s paper refer to Rhyl. see & “4 ensure the enforcement of such 


rights ? 

Tue SECRETARY to tae LOCAL) ° — 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W.| *)r. BRODRICK : A British subject 
Russell, Tyrone, 5.): No. The Rhyl | named Banker having intimated towards 
order is not contained in any of the Bills | the end of last year his desire to open a 








before the House. |piece goods shop in the native city of 
RU SSL AN CARGOES FOR ‘Canton, the Viceroy requested Her 
TA-LIEN-WAN. | Majesty’s Consul to order Banker to 


Sm EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- | lose it, basing his opposition on the 3rd 
land): I beg to ask the Under Secretary section of the Chefoo Convention. The 
of State for Foreign Affairs, if he can | Consul in reply pointed out that the 
inform the House whether British vessels ¢¢tion in question was abrogated by the 
(flying the British flag) are, under Additional Article signed in 1885, and 
‘ stated that he was informing Mr. Banker 
that he was at liberty to pursue his busi- 
ness, but that, in the event of the two 
| Governments subsequently deciding that 
|the area of exemption from likin was to 
|be confined to the foreign concessions, 
he would be liable to the payment of 
likin. 


existing Russian regulations, permitted 
to carry cargoes of grain or other lawful 
merchandise from Black Sea Russian 
ports to Ta-lien-wan ; and whether the 
carrying trade from Russian ports will be | 
limited to ships flying the Russian flag 
when the Trans-Siberian railway is ready 
for traffic or open to ships of all nations ? 
SIERRA LEONE. 

Tue UNDER SECRETARY or} Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS|I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
(Mr. Sr. Jon Broprick, Surrey,|the Colonies when the report of Sir 
Guildford) : By referring to page 134 of David Chalmers upon the origin of the 
the Blue-Book China No. 1, 1899, the | troubles in the hinterland of Sierra 
honourable Member will see that the| Leone will be laid upon the Table of the 
Russian Chargé d’Affaires at Pekin | House. 
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Toe SECRETARY or STATE For | left, in view, further, of the fact that the 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, amount received by the Treasury from 
Birmingham, W.): As I have already | deductions made from the pay of retired 
stated, I sent the report to Sir F. Cardew officers of the Army and Navy employed 
for his observations. I have now re-| in the Civil Service is so comparatively 
ceived these and am considering them | small, amounting to some £3,600 a year, 
with the report. Both documents are he will secure officers in the possession of 
very lengthy, and some considerable | what is admittedly their own, and allow 
delay has taken place in printing them. | them to hold, without deduction from the 
No time will be lost in coming to a con-| salary, any appointments they may be 
clusion on the numerous questions raised, | fortunate enough to obtain in the Civil 
but [am sorry to say it is not possible Service; and, whether he is aware that 
for me to fix a date for laying the Papers the deductions made from the pay of 
on the Table, although I hope they will officers retired from the Army or Navy 
be ready in a fortnight or three weeks. who are employed in the Civil Service, 

compared with the total amount received 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: Will the report 9 effective and non-effective pay, vary 
be laid on the Table before the Colonial from 90 per cent. to about 2 per cent. 
vote is taken ? THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not THE TREASURY (Mr. R. W. Hansury, 
Preston): I have already explained that 
any change in the present practice would 
require fresh legislation. I cannot find 
any instance in which the amount of de- 
duction approaches 90 per cent. The 
ALDERSHOT SEWAGE FARM. usual deduction is 10 percent. The de- 

duction of (roughly) 2 per cent. to which 

Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- the hon. Member refers is explained by 
sity): On behalf of the hon. Member for the fact that, under Rule 4, the total 
North Hants I beg to ask the Under emoluments of an officer may not be re- 
Secretary of State for War whether he | duced by abatement to less than £400 
has received the report of the medical per annum. 
officer appointed by the War Office to | 


think any date has as yet been fixed for 
the Colonial vote. It is always a matter 
of arrangement between the two sides 
of the House. 


inspect the Camp Sewage Farm at Alder-; FATALITIES AMONG RAILWAY 
shot. And, whether it is still proposed | SERVANTS. 

to supply the troops with milk from this; 42 CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
farm. | I beg to ask the President of the Board 


THE UNDER SECRETARY _ OF | of Trade what has been the number of 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. G. WYND- | railway servants killed by accidents in 
HAM, Dover): The report has been! which the movement of vehicles used 
received, and will be laid on the table of | exclusively on railsvays was concerned in 
the House to-day. There has been no the year 1898; and, what has been the 
question of supplying the troops with number of such fatal accidents investi- 
this milk as part of their rations. The | gated in 1898 by inspectors or sub- 
question has been whether they should | inspectors of the Board of Trade. 
be prohibited from purchasing it. Dr. THe PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
Andrewes’ report contains nothing which | or TRADE (Mr. C. J. Rircnte, Croy- 
would warrant such a prohibition. It} don): The number of railway servants 
does, however, suggest one improvement | killed in 1898 was 490. The number of 
in the arrangement of the farm, the cost | fatal accidents inquired into was 116. 
of which is now being investigated. | 

| THE KHARTOUM PRISONERS. 

CIVIL SERVICE PAY DEDUCTIONS. | Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): I beg to 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.): ask the Under Secretary of State for 
I beg to ask the Secretary of the Trea- Foreign Affairs whether he has obtained 
sury, whether, in view of the fact that information from the Egyptian Govern- 
the granting of retired pay to an officer ment as to the number of Europeans and 
represents the conclusion of a bargain | Egyptians released by the capture of 
between an officer and the service he has | Khartoum ; and if he can give the same 
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to the House, stating their various 
nationalities, and the number of men and 
women respectively. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: We have received 
the following statement from Lord 
Cromer of the number of prisoners 
released subsequently to the Battle of 
Omdurman :— 


INCLOSURE 1 IN No. 1. 


STATEMENT OF NUMBER OF PRISONERS 
RELEASED AFTER THE BATTLE OF | 
OMDURMAN. 


1. Government prisoners, military 
and civilian, in Omdurman, 
mostly Egyptians and Turks 
(approximate) sols 8,676 
2. Government prisoners, military 
and civilian, in the Soudan, 
other than Omdurman, mostly 
Egyptians and Turks (approxi 








mate).. : 1,324 
3. Christian prisoners in Omdur- 
man, other than Copts > 
4, Coptic prisoners in Omdurman 562 
5. Abyssinian refugees in Omdur- 
man 272 
Total (approximately) ... 11,047 
Subtract 193 Copts, who were 
Government employees, and 
are included in paragraphs 1 
and 2... — io 193 
Approximate total of Soudan 


refugees who were released 
by Government after the 
Battle of Omdurman ... 10,854 


There were 177 Christian and 36 Jew 
prisoners found in Omdurman after the 
Battle, who may be divided as follows, 
according to nationality : 


Austrians 2 women outof total 4 
Greeks +9 ¥ ” 94 | 
Italians ico re ‘ 12 
Cypriots 4 * ns 10 | 
Armenians... 1 * a 4 
Syrians 23 s : 50 | 
English (Lup- 

ton Bey’ 8 

family) ... 3 gs we 3 
Jews a rs 36 

213 | 
FEVER AMONG THE SOUDANESE 


TROOPS. 


Mr. PIRIE: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the epidemic of cerebro-spinal 


‘ordered t 
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fever is still prevalent among the Native 
troops in the Soudan ; and what are the 
‘latest reports as to their health and 
| mortality. 
*Mr. BRODRICK : We have heard no 
more on the subject since my answer to 
‘the honourable Member's Question on 
| 14th April, when I stated that the epi- 
demic was abating. 


Celebration at Southsea. 


IRISH LIGHTS. 
Mr. WILLIAM ALLAN (Gateshead) : 


_I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade when the new lighthouse and fog 


signal are to be erected on the Black 
Head, Ireland ; and, when is a new light- 
house to be erected at the Maiden Rocks, 
Ireland. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed by the 
Commissioners of Irish Lights that a site 
has been obtained for the new lighthouse 
and fog signal on the Black Head, and 
that the work will be proceded with at 
at once. No proposal for a new light- 
house at the Maiden Rocks is before the 
Board of Trade. 


Mr. W. ALLAN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the present 
lighthouse is 70 years old? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I do not know its 
age. 


QUEEN’S BIRTHDAY CELEBRATION 


AT SOUTHSEA. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, after considerable pre- 
parations had been made for the celebra- 
tion of Her Majesty’s birthday on the 
24th May at Southsea, the general in 
command of the troops, in consequence of 
the falling of a slight shower of rain, 
e flag to be hauled down and 


the parade to be cancelled ; whether he 


|can say if the parade was thus cancelled 
/in consequence of an apprehension of the 


damage that might have been done, either 
to the men’s uniforms or to their arms by 
rain ; and, if not, what the reason was for 
the cancelling of the parade and the dis- 
appointment of the numerous spectators 
who had come by train and otherwise to 
see it; and, whether he is aware that, in 
spite of the rain, a detachment from 
H.M.S. “ ixcellent, ” of 900 officers and 
men, with six field guns, came to and 
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remained on the ground, re-hoisted the 

flag, went through various evolutions, | 
fired a feu de joie, and returned to H.M.S. 

« Excellent.” 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Queen’s Birth- 
day parade was countermanded in view of 
heavy rain falling at the time when the 
troops were parading. At 11.20 the rain 
ceased, but owing to the distribution of 
the troops in widely separate quarters it 
would then have been impossible to effect 
a concentration in time. 


LEVEL” CROSSINGS.—DESBOROUGH 
RAILWAY FATALITY. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, 
E): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade why the Board 
of Trade did not send a_representa- 
tive to attend the inquest, held at Des- 
borough on Thursday, 25th May, on two 
persons killed at the level crossing at 
Desborough Station on Saturday, 20th 
May, although the coroner specially 
adjourned the inquest from Saturday to 
the following Thursday to enable the 
Board to be represented ; whether he has 
considered the rider appended to their 
verdict by the jury blaming the Midland 
Railway Company for not providing an 
official to warn passengers crossing, and 
for not providing a safe means of crossing 
at this station ; whether he is aware that 
on Tuesday, 23rd May, about a dozen 
people were exposed to serious risk from 
an express train while crossing the line at 
the same place; whether an inquiry will 
be held by an Inspector of the Board of 
Trade ; and, whether he will now bring in 
legislation giving powers to the Board of 
Trade to make compulsory orders to 
supply footbridges or subways when 
necessary ? 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon) : 
The Board of Trade do not send 
representatives to attend inquests unless | 
the coroner applies for the appoint- | 
ment of an assessor under Section 8 of 
the Regulation of Railways Act, 1871. 
No application was made by the Coroner. 
The Board of Trade have communicated 
with the Midland Railway Company with 
regard to the rider to the verdict of the 
Coroner’s Jury. I was not aware of the 
occurrence to which the hon. Member 
refers as having taken place on the 23rd 
ultimo. 


{2 JUNE 1899} 


If necessary an inquiry will be | 
‘ 
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held by one of the Board’s inspectors. I 
do not propose to introduce any legisla- 
tion on the subject. 


Mr. CHANNING: Do I understand 
the right hon. Gentleman to say that an 
inquiry will be held into the amount of 
risk at this special crossing, or will it be 
into the accident itself ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: Not into the accident, 
That is not necessary, having regard to 
the evidence given before the coroner’s 
inquest. The inquiry to which I refer is 
in respect of the risk to which people are 
exposed from express trains, having 
regard to the fact that there is no bridge 
over the line. 


Mr. CHANNING: Will that inquiry 
be held ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: I have told the hon. 
Gentleman it will be held if necessary. 
We are in communication with the rail- 
way company on the subject, and I can- 
not yet say definitely one way or the 
other. 


Mr. CHANNING: The right honr 
Gentleman has implied that a coroner 


/must make application in the specific 


form set out in section 8 of the Act of 
1871. I should like to ask him whether 
the letter of which I have a copy here, 
and which was sent to the Board of 
Trade by the coroner, explaining that he 
had specially adjourned the inquest of 
five days in order to admit of the Board 
of Trade being represented, is not 
sufficient for the purpose ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly not. Before a 
Board of Trade Inspector is sent to an 
inquest, a request to that effect must be 
made by the coroner. The letter to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers was not 
a request at all. It was simply a state- 
ment that the inquest had been adjourned 
so that, if the Board of Trade thought it 
necessary, they could send an inspector. 
The Board of Trade did not think it 
necessary. No application was made 
under the Act. 


REPUBLIC.—THE 


SOUTH AFRICAN 
EDGAR. 


KILLING OF MR. 


Mr. GRIFFITH (Anglesey): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether an application has 
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been made to the Government of the 
South African Republic for compensation 
to Mrs. Edgar, the wife of Mr. Edgar, 
who was recently killed by a policeman 
at Johannesburg ; and, if so, what reply 
has been received to such application ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Mrs. Edgar 
has asked Her Majesty’s Government to 
apply to the Government of the South 
African Republic for compensation to her 
and her child for the death of her husband. 
The matter is under consideration. No 
application has been made. 


FRENCH CLAIMS ON CHINA. 
*Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is aware 


{COMMONS} 


that the French Consul at Chungking, | 


under the guise of a demand for compen- 
sation for losses arising from missionary 
troubles, is officially pressing for exclusive 
mining rights in certain districts of 
Szechuen province on both sides of the 
Yangtze river; and, whether it is the 
intention of Her Majesty’s Government 
to take any action in the matter ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Recent reports 
received from our Consul at Chungking 
allude to endeavours on the part of a 
French firm to secure a kerosine con- 
cession, but make no mention of any 
application for mining rights. It would 
not be open to the French to obtain 
exclusive rights. The Anglo-French 
Declaration of 1898 provides that any 
advantages conceded to either Great 
Britain or France in Yunnan and Szechuen 
shall, as far as rests with them, be ex- 
tended and rendered common to both 
Powers. Her Majesty’s Consul at Chung- 
king will be asked to report on the 
question. 


INLAND REVENUE.—STAMPING 
ADVERTISEMENT ORDERS. 

Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether his attention has been called to a 
decision of Mr. Commissioner Kerr in 
the City of London Court, on 3rd 
January last, in reference to the stamping 
of written orders for advertisements ; 
whether it appeared that the Commis- 
sioner objected to such an order being 
used as evidence because it had not been 
stamped with a sixpenny stamp, being a 
contract above the value of £5, and in 
consequence the plaintiff was non-suited 


OF 
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with costs; whether the Commissioner 
is correctly reported to have stated that 
the Inland Revenue Commissioners ad- 
vised that all such contracts ought to be 
stamped, and that, in fact, a £10 penalty 
had been exacted from several suitors 
recently ; whether he is aware that it is 
not the custom to stamp such orders ; 
and, whether he can promote legislation 
exempting such orders irom stamp duty ? 


Expenditure. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX. 
CHEQUER (Sir MicHageL  Hicks- 


Beacu, Bristol, W.): My attention has 
been called to the case referred to. From 
the terms of the question it may be 
gathered that the plaintiff produced the 
order as evidence of a contract. That 
being so, it ought, on the plaintiff's own 
showing, to have been stamped as an 
“agreement,” and under Section 14 of 
the Stamp Act, 1891, the Court could not 
admit it as evidence of a contract, except 
on payment of the Stamp Duty and the 
prescribed penalty. As regards legisla- 
tion, none seems necessary. An order, 
qua order, does not require a stamp ; but 
if the order is given under such circum- 
stancesas to constitute ita memorandum of 
an agreement, or is relied upon as evidence 
of a contract, then it ought to be stamped 
as an agreement. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON INDIAN 
EXPENDITURE. 

Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 

GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I 

beg to ask the Secretary of State 

for India whether he has received 


any reply to the letter addressed by him 
on the 15th ult. to the Secretary of the 
Royal Commissionon Indian Expenditure, 
regarding the long delay that had 
occurred in the submission of its Report; 


and, if so, will he state its contents to 
' the House ? 


| 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lorp GrorGe HAMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing): I have received some 
personal replies from individual members 
of the Commission, but I am not yet in 
a position to give the general sense of the 
Commissioners. As regards the draft 
Report, I am informed that, of the three 
portions of which it is composed, two have 
already been circulated, or are in the act 
of being circulated for the approval of 
the Commission. 
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185 Order of 
Sir M. BHOWNAGGREE : 


{2 JUNE 1899} 
Is there; as the day for taking Scotch Supply. 
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any likelihood of the report being issued | Next Friday, as they are aware, is 


before the end of the Session. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON : 
is a question I cannot answer. 


INDIAN SUGAR TRADE. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfar): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he is now in a position to give the 
House the complete figures of the exports 
and imports of sugar from and into India 
for the year ending 31st March 1899, dis- 
tinguishing raw sugar from refined. 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
exports of sugar from India in tee 
year ending ‘31st March 
cluding re- imported sugar) were as 
follows :—Raw, 289,668 ecwts.; refined, 
208,899 ewts. The imports for the 
same period were as_ follows:—Raw, 
312,778 cwts. ; refined, 3,764,910 cwts. 





Captain SINCLAIR: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he can give particulars of the exports of 
refined sugar from India to Ceylon 
during the past few years; and 
whether the refined sugar so exported is 
native-refined or a re-export of foreign- 
refined. 


That | 


| 


| allocated to the Foreign Office Vote. 

Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.): 
| When will the London Government Bill 
be next taken ? 


Mr. BALFOUR: [shall put the London 


|Government Bill as the first Order for 


1899 (in- | 


Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: On 
page 110 of the recent Counter- | 
vailing Duties Blue Book the hon. | 


Member will find two tables giving 
details of Indian sugar exports to Ceylon 
and other countries. The tables dis- 
tinguish between refined and unrefined 
sugar. All the sugar shown in the two 
tables 36 and 37 is Indian sugar. The 
re-exports of foreign refined sugar from 
India to Ceylon were small, 
not shown separately in the Blue-book. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Captain SINCLAIR: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury when 
he proposes to take Scotch Estimates, and, 
in particular, the Scotch Education vote ’ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Perhaps it will 


be convenient for hon. Gentlemen repre- | 


and so were | 


Monday, simply in order to avoid Monday, 
which will be devoted to discussing in Com- 
mittee of Supply the Vote to Lord Kit- 
chener, being counted as an allotted day 
under the Supply Rule. But immediately - 
the Order is called on I shall postpone it, 
and I propose to take it second on Tues- 
day, and if not on Tuesday, I shall take 
it as the first Order on Thursday. 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose, &e ): I 
believe we are right in assuming that the 
Government, in reference to the proposed 
Vote to Lord Kitchener, does not intend 
to proceed by way of Bill, but by some 
method—which I confess I do not quite 
myself understand—by which a Vote can 
be procured by a mere resolution in 
Committee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
resolution in Committee. It is a Vote in 
Committee of Supply. The precedent 
followed is that of 1874, when a sum of 
money was voted by this House to Lord 
Wolseley. The alternative method of 
proceeding by Bill, which was adopted in 
1884, seems to be more cumbrous, and 
might lead to prolonged and quite un- 
necessary discussion, and would not in 
effect have any different result from a Vote 
in Committee of Supply. It is necessary 
that I should adopt this technical device 
of putting the London Government Bill 
down first, otherwise one of the days 
allocated to Supply would be exhausted 
on this Vote, and that would, I think, be 
a misuse of the rule. 


It is hardly a 


Mr. J. MORLEY : It does not come up 
in the Estimates in any other form? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is an Esti- 
mate ; it will be passed in Committee of 
Supply, and there will be a Report stage. 

Mr. 


DILLON (Mayo, E.): Am I 


correct in saying that the Government 


senting Scotland to fix this day fortnight | 


stated, at an early period of this Session, 
that this Vote would be granted by way 
of Bill ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; I think 


not. I have always contemplated this 
procedure. 
Sir W. LAWSON (Cumberland, 


Cockermouth): Will it be possible for the 
right hon. Gentleman to make his state- 
ment on behalf of this grant in Com- 
mittee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, sir. 


Mr. J. REDMOND (Waterford): I 
' wish to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether any arrangement has been come to 
as tothetime for taking the Irish estimates. 
I have reason to believe that at the com- 
mencement of the week after next some 
important Irish business will be before the 
House, which will necessitate a large 
attendance of Irish members, and if the 
Trish estimates can be taken at the same 
time it would be a very great con- 
venience. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The date to 
which the hon. Gentleman refers has 
already been allocated to Scotland. - I 
will, however, inquire whether any 
arrangement can be arrived at which will 
he agreeable to both parties. I shall be 
very glad to meet the general views. 

CAPTAIN PRETYMAN (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): What will be the first 
Order on Tuesday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The first Order 
on Tuesday will be the Finance Bill. 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): When will the 
Small Houses Bill be taken ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
any forecast at present. It will depend 
on the progress made with the London 
Government Bill. ; 


SUPPLY [12TH ALLOTTED Day}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


CivIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 
Crass II. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £132,732, he 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
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| in course of payment during the year ending 

on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for the 
| Salaries and expenses of the Local Government 
| Board.”’ 


*Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I wish to call attention to the 
administrative action of the right hon, 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board in regard to vaccina- 
tion. J do not intend to dwell upon the 
violent and unconstitutional language that 
has been made use of to applicants for 
exemption certificates, whose only offence 
is that they have desired to exercise the 
right which the High Court of Parliament 
has granted to them, beyond to say that 
it is noteworthy that language of that kind 
has not been indulged in since the session 
began. The gravamen of my complaint 
against the Local Government Board 
and the right hon. Gentleman is this: 
that he has by his action encouraged 
vaccination officers to flout their em- 
ployers and paymasters, the boards of 
guardians. There has been, as I shall 
show, a distinct change in the relations 
between boards of guardians and 
vaccination officers —a change entirely 
due to the action of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman. Prior to the recent action of the 
right hon. Gentleman the relations 
between them were governed by a general 
order, dated October, 1874, which 
prescribed that the guardians should in 
cases of default of vaccination cause pro- 
ceedings to be taken, and for that pur- 
pose should give directions authorising 
the vaccination officers to institute and 
conduct them. There was no doubt as 


to the construction to be put on the 
terms of that order; the guardians 
might either give special directions 


in each individual case, or such 
general directions as would enable the 
officer to initiate the proceedings with- 
out first referring to them. Thus, 
while it-was within the competency of 
boards of guardians if they chose to give 
general directions, yet, in the absence of 
such directions, it was the duty of the 
officer to lay each individual case before 
the guardians, and take their directions 
upon it. That order was acted upon for 
a quarter of a century—until the right 
hon. Gentleman came upon the scene. 
Now let me call attention to the terms of 
the order for which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman is responsible. It is dated the 
18th October last, and provides that at 


the end of seven days after the expiration 
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of six months from the birth of the 
child the vaccination officer shall give to 


the parent notice tovaccinate the child, and | 


if that notice is not duly complied with 
it will become the duty of the vaccination 
officer to take proceedings under the Act 
of 1871 for the enforcement of the law. 
This new order, it will be seen, gives the 
go-by entirely tothe board of guardians : 
it says the duty. shall be independently 
exercised by the vaccination officer under 


the Vaccination Act, 1871, although the | 


order of 1874, which gave the control to 
the guardians was issued three years after 
the Act of 1871 became law. Now, the 
contention that the vaccination officer is 
independent of the board of guardians in 
these proceedings is an entirely new con- 
tention. It has originated ‘with the right 
hon. Gentleman, and for 25 years before 
his intervention the Local Government 
Board interpreted the law in an opposite 
sense and declared that the vaccination 
officers should look to the board of 
guardians for instructions to prosecute. 
I refer to the Keighley case in 1875. It 
is inconceivable that the Local Govern- 
ment Board should have taken the 
extreme step of sending the Keighley 
Board of Guardians to prison if there had 
then prevailed at the Local Government 
Board the contention the Board now 
makes, that the vaccination officer can 
take proceedings altogether independent 
of the board of guardians. One of these 
authorities is so recent that I quote it 
because of the significancy of the date. 
I refer to what is called the Reading 
letter, indited by the Local Government 
Board in January, 1898. At that time a 
vaccination officer wrote to the Local 
Government Board asking if he should 
prosecute defaulting parents in spite of 
the directions of the board of guardians 
to the contrary. The reply was that he 
was to obey the board of guardians. 
The date of that letter is significant, 
because the right hon. Gentleman says in 
explanation of the change of policy, that 
he relies on the decision of the Queen’s 
Bench in the case of Bramble and Lowe. 
Now that case was decided in 1897, and 
six months after we have the Local 
Government Board giving the same in- 
structions which had been given for 
25 years, viz., that the vaccination officer 
must obey the board of guardians. Let 
me say a word in regard to the Bramble 
and Lowe case. The right hon. Gentleman 
has entirely misunderstood, or at all 
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events misstated, the effect of the decision 
of the Queen’s Bench Division. Bramwell 
and Lowe is no authority for the proposi- 
tion that the vaccination officer can 
prosecute without the sanction of the 
board of guardians. In Bramble and 
Lowe the guardians had given the 
vaccination officer concerned a general 
authority to institute and conduct pro- 
ceedings against all persons in default 
under the Vaccination Acts. If they gave 
this general authority to prosecute all 
persons, that was equivalent to giving 
authority to prosecute in every individual 
case ; and therefore they were only carry- 
ing out the old instructions under the 
Act of 1874, that the guardians, if they 
choose, might give a general authority to 
their officers. So that the Bramble and 
Lowe case does not help the right hon. 
Gentleman. This question as to the 
relations between the vaccination officer 
and his guardians was raised last year in 
the discussion on the Vaccination Bill. 
I, myself, raised it. I had upon the 
Paper a clause which would have made 
the matter perfectly clear. The clause 
was as follows :— 
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“Notwithstanding anything contained in 
the Vaccination Acts, no parent or other 
person having the custody of a child shall be 
prosecuted for neglecting or refusing to 
vaccinate such child unless and until the 
sanction of the guardians has been obtained 
for such prosecution.” 


I proposed that clause, but withdrew it in 
consequence of the pledge which was 
given by the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite. I will remind the committee 
what that pledge was. I quote from 
Hansur’d, The right hon. Gentleman 
said— 


“Tam very sorry that the hon. Member 
thought it necessary to move this clause.” 


Then he refers to something which he 
had said before, and he adds— 


“ What I stated then was altogether out of 
date after what I stated thisafternoon. Since 
the debate of last night I have quite recog- 
nised the fact that the administration of a 
compulsory vaccination law would be neither 
necessary nor desirable.” 


That seems tolerably clear in itself, but if 
anything were required to clinch the 
matter it was supplied by the speeches 
following the declaration of the right 
hon. Gentleman. For instance, my 
hon. friend, the Member for Shoreditch, 


i 
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who immediately followed, thought that 


the declaration made by the right hon. | 
Gentleman sufficiently met the case, and | 


he suggested that the amendment should 
be withdrawn. Thereupon followed my 
hon. friend the member for Northampton, 
who was not altogether satisfied, and 
pointed out, as was indeed perfectly true, 
that although, as we understood, the 
pledge would bind the right hon. gentle- 
man personally, it would not bind his 
successors. The hon. member for 
Northampton said at the close of his 
speech — 


“We have got what we want, but at the 
same time I think that if this clause were 
carried it would simply embody in the Bill the 
pledge which the mght hon. Gentleman has 


given us.’ 
Then the hon. member for Caithness 
said— 


“ We have got the pledge of the President 
of the Local Government Board that he will 
not do anything to interfere with the relations 
between the vaccination officers and the 
guardians—that he will not put it into 
force.” 


These statements sufticiently show how 
the House understood the pledge of 
the right hon. Gentleman. The right 
hon. Gentleman was present ; he accepted 
the interpretation which we all on this 
side of the House put upon his declara- 
tion, and therefore I thought I was, 
justified in withdrawing my amendment, 
and I did withdraw it. There can be no 
doubt that the right hon. Gentleman has 
misled the House of Commons, unin- 
tentionally of course. But the invariable 
practice of the House has been that in a, 
cases where a Minister of the Crown 
has misled the House of Commons, how- 
ever unintentionally, the Minister of the 
Crown should be held to be bound by the 
pledge in the sense in which the House 
understood it, and on which the House 


acted. Before I pass from this point I 
desire to refer to another matter not 
so important, but still sufficiently 
important. That is the question of 
the circulation of pro - vaccination 


papers by the Boards of Guardians. 
Quite recently the right hon. Gentleman 
has informed the Boards of Guardians that 
they are entitled to circulate at the public 
expense pamphlets issued by the Jenner 
Society. What is the Jenner Society? 
It is an association whose publications 
have been recently described by no 
mean authority —Lord Grimthorpe — | 


Mr. Pickersgill. 
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as “controversial fireworks,” and as publi- 
cations “more likely to defeat than to 
promote the object the society have in 
view.” Well, I certainly do not object to 
the circulation of the pamphlets of the 
Jenner Society on the ground that they 
are likely to injure the cause of anti- 
vaccination ; but I do object to the cireu- 
lation at the public expense of these 
worthless and misleading publications. | 
say it is not the business of a public 
Department to boom a private asso- 
ciation and to circulate its publications 
at the public cost. It is most objec 
tionable and may easily degenerate 
into a great public scandal. This 
question was discussed when the Vacci- 
nation Bill was before the House last 
year. There was a clause in that Bill to 
the effect that any Local authority might 
incur expense in diffusing information as 
to the advantages of vaccination, but the 
overwhelming preponderance of the 
opinion of the House was against public 
expenditure being incurred for any such 
purpose. A Division was taken upon 
that, and the clause was defeated by 270 
to 49. In these circumstances I have 
called attention to these matters, and in 
order to do so effectively I have moved 
the reduction of the salary of the right 
hon. Gentleman. It seems to me that the 
present condition of things is intolerable ; 
that Boards of Guardians should be com- 
pelled to appoint and to pay a vaccination 
officer who, the moment he is appointed, can 
flout his employers. ‘That appears to me 
to be reducing local self-government: to 
an absurdity. There are other incidental 
disadvantages attaching to the present 
condition of things. As the vaccination 
officers are paid by fees, they have a direct 
pecuniary interest in promoting prosecu- 
tions. ‘That is most undesirable, and is 
really returning to the old system of 
under 
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common informers, only more 
aggravated circumstances. Another in- 
cidental disadvantage is the strained 


relations that are created between the 
guardians and the vaccination officers. 
The former refuse legal assistance to the 
latter, and the consequence is that the 
vaccination officers rush into court un- 
prepared, their summonses are dismissed, 
and an easy popular triumph is achieved 
by the class of persons whom _ hon. 
gentlemen opposite denounce and whom 
they desire to discourage. It is 


‘impossible to exaggerate the extreme 


inconvenience arising from the present 
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ubli- condition of things, which is entirely due { tions from the guardians, and for 25 
n to to the action of the right hon. Gentleman. years that was the invariable practice 
e in It is not due to any change in the law, | until I came on the scene and intervened. 
t to but is simply the result of Departmental And why did I intervene, or, rather, why 
the action for which the right hon. Gentle-| did someone else intervene? A case 
hey man is responsible. It is that action of | was tried. The hon. Member will have 
wnti- which I now complain. I beg, therefore, his opinion, and he will allow me to have 
reu- to move the reduction of the vote. mine. Hewill allow me also to remind him, 
hese | as [have told him repeatedly in the House 
fis Motion made, and Question proposed— before, that that opinion is supported by 
iblic “That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by that of the law officers of two different 
\S80- £100, in respect of the Salary of the President Governments. It was the Law Courts 
ions ‘ ¥ nied * Government Board.”— (Mr. | which intervened in 1897, and the judg- 
yjec- il at ment was that ne power of the ae 
rate to institute proceedings was given by Act 
[his THE PRESIDENT OF THE LOCAL | of Paatianaent, and that they did not 
weci- GOVERNMENT BOARD (MR. CHAPLIN, pequire any special directions. Now 
last Lincolnshire, Sleaford): As the hon. comes the question of the amendment 
l to Gentleman has thought fit to charge me which the hon. Member alleges was with- 
ight with having misled Parliament, I think, qrawn by him upon a specific pledge by 
ng perhaps, it is right that I should reply myself. 
the og -entgagg g ong ee! — cage | 
out delay. In the first place, I wou * isc abla ae a a 
be refer to one of the small points that he has Mr. PICKERSGILL : Certainly. 
nal raised, in order to clear that out of the : 
pon way. The hon. Member complains that, Mr. CHAPLIN: I recollect perfectly 
270 the Local Government Board sanctioned | well what happened upon that occasion. 
on expenditure for the circulation of litera- On the 19th of July the Government 
te ture in order to promote vaccination made a concession with regard to the 
ved throughout the country, and that, he case of conscientious objectors which 
ght says, 1s @ most improper practice, and an everybody will perfectly recollect, and on 
the entirely new one. the following day (Wednesday) the hon. 
ple ; Member moved his amendment. On that 
om *Mr. PICKERSGILL : I did not say it day, also, I made a statement explaining 
on was entirely new. 4 the grounds upon which I consented to 
can the concession which the Government 
me Mr. CHAPLIN: Then I fail to see | had made, and, as far as I can remember, 
ts exactly what point there is in the hon. if was received by gentlemen on that side 
atal Member’s remark. It has been the of the House with a general chorus of 
atk practice of the Local Government Board approval, and far too flattering things were 
tion for the last 20 years or more to give a Said with regard to the attitude taken by 
rect sanction of this kind. The sanction is ™e on that occasion. During the interval 
ecu- given under Section 28 of the Vaccina- for lunch, exactly the same thing happened 
1 is tion Act of 1867, and as I believe that 1 the lobby. Hon. Gentleman after 
of the effect of this practice has been to hon. Gentleman came up to me and con- 
ore promote vaccination, and not, as the hon. gratulated me upon the position we had 
in- |} member says, to interfere with it, I see taken, CAPE ONNE themselves perfectly 
ned [| no reason whatever to alter the practice Satisfied. But that was not all. The 
the in this respect. The hon. Gentleman | Paper was still crowded with amendments, 
ers. proceeded at great length and in much and they intimated their intention to 
the detail to give to the House his version of take them off forthwith. There was one 
the the history of the prosecutions connected &xception, and that was the hon. Member 
un- with the present position of vaccination for Bethnal Green. 
sed, officers in regard to the various boards of 
ved guardians. ‘The gravamen of his com-| *Mr. PICKERSGILL: That is not so. 
10n. plaint against me is that I have done all | 
10m I can to teach the vaccination officers to. Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not think there 
is flout the guardians. He says that, under was an amendment of the smallest im- 
eme § the order of 1867, it was the duty of the portance moved, and I do not think there 
ent vaccination officers to take their instruc-| was one pressed to a Division. 
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*Mr. PICKERSGILL: Mine was not 
pressed to a Division. 


Supply 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I very well re- 
member what happened. The _ hon. 
Member for the Harborough Division, 
the hon. Member for Shoreditch, and the 
hon. Member for Leicester addressed 
to me some kindly observations, and 
said, “We _ will do all we can 
to get the hon. Member for Bethnal 
Green to withdraw his amendment,” 
and when we came back from luncheon 
there was a good deal of conversation 
going on upon the opposite benches, and 
I presume they were trying to persuade 
the hon. Member that the amendment 
was altogether unnecessary. Apparently, 
however, it was without effect, because 
when we resumed our sitting the hon. 
Member moved his amendment, and as 
soon as his amendment was moved I got 
up and replied declining altogether to 
accept it. I had already explained 
either that morning or the night before 
to the hon. Member what was the law on 
the subject, and as I have been challenged 
I think it is only fair that I should take 
the liberty of reminding the House of 
what was stated on the subject between 
the hon. Member and myself. Speaking 
of myself, the hon. Member made this 
observation— 


*« He now says not under this Bill, and that 
is just the point. Itis not under the powers 
given by this Bill. It is under the powers of 
the Act of 1874; where the guardians did not 
prosecute to his satisfaction he intended to 
authorise the vaccination officers to initiate 
prosecutions, not enly on the authority of 
their employers, the guardians, but in the 
face of their distinct resolutions to the con- 
trary.” 


That was the charge made against me 
by the hon. Member. I replied : 


“J do not think my hon. friend could have 
been in the Committee when I made my reply 
to that point. I pointed out to the Committee 
that the power avd duty of the vaccination 
officers were imposed upon them by Act of 
Parliament, and not by regulations, and that 
it was under the Act of Parliament that they 
would have to perform their duty.” 


Well, then he made a further observa- 
tion, in which I think he was equally 
incorrect, and I proceeded— 


“The hon. Gentleman is entirely mistaken ; 
the case has been submitted to law officers of 
two different Governments, and it has also 
been tried in the Court of Queen’s Bench, and 
it was there decided that the power and duty 
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{| of the vaccination officers to institute prose- 
cutions was given under ar Act of Parliament 
without any instructions whatever.” 

Well, that was my interpretation of 
the law, which I believe to have been 
absolutely correct, and having given that 

version of the law I declined to accept 

| the amendment of the hon. Member, as 
he knows perfectly well. After that the 
hon. Member withdrew his amendment. 
Now he comes forward and says he 
withdrew his amendment on an assurance 
| given by me. Sir, I absolutely deny that 
I gave any assurance whatever of any 
sort or kind upon the subject. Why 
should I have done so? I did not care 
twopence whether he withdrew his 
amendment or not. I believe I am 
speaking the truth when I say that he 
was urged before the debate began by 

'many of his own friends, or by some of 
his own friends to withdraw it. 

*Mr. PICKERSGILL: I am sorry to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, but 
his constant statements of what occurred 
between myself and my friends are the 
reverse of the facts. Many of my hon. 
friends, conspicuously the hon. Member 
for Northampton, strongly objected to 
my withdrawing the amendment, and 
were really very angry with me because 
I did withdraw it. 

Mr. CHAPLIN: It is a matter of 
perfect indifference to me _ whether 
the hon. Member withdrew the amend- 
ment or not, for it is __ perfectly 
certain that he would have been defeated 
by an enormous majority. In the second 
place, I want to point out that I cannot 
have given the assurance which he sup- 
poses I gave, because any interference on 
my part with the proceedings of the 
vaccination officers as regards prosecu- 
tions would have been entirely superfluous 
and ineffectual. The hon. Member says 
that he relies on my speech on the 
point. The answer to that is very simple 
and very complete. I was shown an ex- 
tract from a paper a day or two ago, in 
which it was stated that the report of 
the speech cannot have been inaccurate 
because it was corrected by myself. 
On that point I must say that the speech 
was never corrected. It was wholly in- 
accurate from beginning to end. It so 
happened during those debates I had 
such complaints to make of the persistent 
| inaccuracy of the reports that I desired 
my secretary to communicate with the 
responsible authority on the subject. I 
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believe every one of my speeches, or 
nearly every one, was marked with an 
asterisk, indicating that I had corrected 
it. I corrected one speech, and only one, 
and that was the speech after the conces- 
sion had been made with regard to the 
conscientious objector. Not only that, but 
I have a letter of apology from the respon- 
sible authority expressing his great regret 
that the speech which has been referred to 
by the hon. Member was marked with an 
asterisk. It was never corrected at all, 
although it appears in the volume of 
Hansard as if it were What did I say 
upon that occasion? I cannot now give 
the exact words, but the effect was that 
after the very great concession made by 
the Government on the question, the 
speech of the hon. Member appeared to me 
to be altogether out of date, and that in my 
opinion the amendment was, in view of 
the concession, uncalled for and un- 
necessary, and on that ground I declined 
to accept it. In fact, that concession, in 
my view, and certainly in the view of nine 
Members out of ten on that side of the 
House, was everything that was necessary. 
That was shown by the speech made by 
another very ardent anti-vaccinationist, if 
he will forgive me for calling him so, the 
hon. Member for Northampton, who the 
same afternoon expressed his appreciation 
of the speech of the President of the 
Local Government Board. He urged 
that we should not go on splitting hairs 
on this matter, but that the declaration 
of the First Lord of the Treasury that 
there should be no going behind a man’s 
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conscientious objection should be carried | 


out. That was evidently the expres- | 
sion of the general feeling on that 


side of the House on that afternoon. 
This is the very simple explanation 
of what occurred, and I am bound to say 
that I think the hon. Member has very 
greatly distorted it, unintentionally, I am 
quite sure. With all respect, I contend 
that it would have been quite impossible 
for any Minister in charge of a Bill to be 
more open in connection with this par- 
ticular branch of the question than I was 
during the whole of those debates. There 
was no obligation on my part on the 
second reading of the Bill to tell the 
House what I had in my mind with re- 
gard to the future on this particular 
subject. I saw an observation in the 
Press that I blurted it out by mistake, 
and that I made a great blunder in doing 
so. As a matter of fact, I did it inten- 
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| tionally in order that the House should 
'be aware what I had in my mind on 
this particular subject. Having made 
this statement to the MHouse, and 
having warned them what was before 
them, I had a majority of over 10 
to 1 in favour of the second reading 
of the Bill. It is certainly not my fault 
that any misunderstanding has occurred. 
It is the fault of the hon. Member him- 
self and those who agree with him if they 
did not understand the position. ‘Then, 
passing from that subject, the hon. 
Member complains that it is to the direct 
interest of the vaccination officers under 
the present system to make as many 
vaccinations as they can. That may 
appear intolerant to the hon. Member and 
others who are anxious to do everything 
in their power to prevent vaccination. 
But to us it is the reverse of intolerance, 
and one of its great advantages is that it 
has the effect of promoting vaccination. 
[I am thankful to believe—and it is 
a matter of great congratulation, 
although it may be very distasteful to 
some hon. Gentlemen opposite—that 
under the Act of last year vaccination is 
growing more steadily and to a greater 
extent than for many years past. We 
look upon it, of course, from totally 
opposite points of view. I desire to do 
everything in my power to promote 
vaccination ; the hon. Member and some 
of his friends desire to do everything in 
their power to prevent it. That is the 
real issue between us, and that is the 
source of the complaint made against me. 
With regard to the particular charge of 
the hen. Member, nothing could have 
been more open than my attitude on the 
subject. I should think it would have 
been one of the greatest mistakes I ever 
made in my life if I did not refuse to 
| accept the amendment moved by the hon. 
Member on the occasion to whick he has 
referred. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.): 
I do not think I need offer any apology 
to the right hon. Gentleman for inter- 
vening in this debate in support of the 
reduction moved by my hon. friend. 
| There are some points in the reply of the 
right hon. Gentleman which we mustaccept 
absolutely, but at the same time there 
are other points which I think the right 
hon. Gentleman will not quarrel with me 
if I deal with at the present moment. I 
should like to say a word with regard to 
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the point raised by my hon. friend|Those words seem to me absolutely 


as to the authorisation to boards of 
guardians to distribute the literature of 
the Jenner Society. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman guite misapprehended 
the point made by my hon. friend, which 
was that the House of Commons having 
decided against this course on the Report 
stage of the Vaccination Bill, it was there- 
fore improper on the part of the 
Local Government Board to , authorise 
a course which the House of Commons 
had condemned. With regard to the 
main question, so far as I have been able 
to follow the right hon. Gentleman’s 
quotations, I think they are taken from 
the preceding day’s debate. He dealt 
rather lightly with the proceedings of the 
day on which my hon. friend’s amend- 
ment was moved. I can confirm most 
fully my hon. friend’s statement regarding 
the impression produced by the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman upon myself, 
upon my hon. friend the Member for 
Shoreditch who followed him, and upon 
other Members on this side of the House, 
viz., that he frankly recognised what I 
think he ought to have taken from the 
toyal Commission, that in future vacci- 
nation was to be a voluntary and not a 
compulsory proceeding. The right 
hon. Gentleman has not denied the 
particular words which seem to me 
to have produced—of course I accept 
his disclaimer —the impression that he 
had acquiesced in the view that vaccina- 
tion was to be voluntary, and not 
compulsory. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : It is now. 


*Mr. CHANNING: Not in the sense 
contemplated by the amendment of my 
hon. friend, which was that there should 
be local option, and that the local authori- 
ties should retain the discretion left in 
their hands for 25 years with regard to 
these prosecutions. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I declined, at the 


decisive with regard to this question, and 
many Members on this side of the House 
met the right hon. Gentleman frankly 
and cordially during the discussions, 
under the impression that he was dealing 
with the question in the broad spirit 
indicated in the report of the Royal 
Commission. I do not think that the 
general impression produced upon the 
House by the right hon. Gentleman’s 
speech can be seriously contested. I do 
not care to attack the right hon. Gentle- 
man very fiercely in a personal sense on 
this matter. In the conduct of the 
Bill upstairs he certainly showed a 
concilatory spirit in meeting Amend- 
ments, and the main ground of the 
complaint now brought before the House 
is that the right hon. Gentleman 
did substantially recognise the  situa- 
tion last July, but that the forces 
surrounding him had _ brought about 
a change in his attitude, the result of 
which is the extraordinary Order issued 
last October by the Local Government 


Board, which completely altered the 
relations of the Local Government 
Board and the boards of guardians 
throughout the country, and altered 


fundamentally the administration of the 
Vaccination Act. In referring to the 
case of Bramwell and Low, the right 
hon. Gentleman has omitted an essential 
point. The Board of Guardians in that 
case had passed a resolution previously 
to the effect that there should be no 
prosecutions n the Union, which I believe 
was the Union of Ipswich, and the 
vaccination officer who brought the case 
against Low alleged that he had special 
authority for instituting the prosecution, 
and vested his claim on the fact that the 
Board had rescinded the previous resolu- 
tion against prosecutions, and had issued 
this order authorising him to prosecute. 
That was the point that was taken, and 
his whole case was the case which has 


| been invariably recognised by the Local 


commencement of my speech, to accept | 


the amendment. 


*Mr. CHANNING: The governing 
and decisive words to which I wish to 
refer are as follows— 

“Since the debate of last night, I have quite 
recognised the fact that a compulsory adminis- 
tration of the Vaccination Law would be neither 
necessary nor desirable.” 


Mr. Channing. 


Government Board hitherto, that the 
authority was in the guardians. Look- 
ing at the decision and the obiter dicta 
of Mr. Justice Wright in that case, I 
have the impression that if the case went 
to a higher court there might be some- 
thing else said upon that question. Then 
with regard to the general question, I 
hoid in my hand a return of the number 
of conscientious objection certificates 
taken out under the Act during the last 
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few months up to the close of last year. { ig be contrary to the Board’s practice 


Those returns cover 230,000 children. The 


right hon. Gentleman said just now very | 


hopefully that he thought the Bill had 


led to a great many more vaccinations | 


taking place; but he is certainly labour- 
ing under a misapprehension if he thinks 


that 230,000 represents all the children 


unvaccinated in this country. In 


Leicester there are nearly 80,000 un- | 
only 9,885 | 


vaccinated children, but 
certificates were taken out. In my 
own constituency some 7,000 certificates 
have been taken out, in two unions, but 
if the right hon. Gentleman wishes to find 
the approximate number of children there 
who are not vaccinated, he must in esti- 
mation multiply the number by four or 
five, and even then he may find himself 
well under the mark. That would be a 
fair measure of the real opposition. But 
what I mainly desire on behalf of my 
constituents is to enter an emphatic pro- 
test against the change in the adminis- 
tration of the law through the issue of 
this order—a change which we believe to 
be absolutely illegal. As my friend 
stated with great force, there is a regular 
concatenation of evidence. The rights 
of boards of guardians to decide whether 
prosecutions or not should be instituted 
has been recognised for at least 24 
years. The right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade, who 
was President of the Local Government 
Board in the previous Administration, 
said in 1888, in reference to the general 
order of 1874, that it was not binding 
on boards of guardians, but that it was 
merely a communication, and that it 
rested with the boards of guardians to 
take their own course. Again, on the 
5th of July, 1888, he said the Local 
Government Board could not interfere 
in the exercise by the guardians of their 
powers; that “the enforcement of the 
Vaccination Act is committed to an elec- 
tive tribunal, and they must use their own 
discretion in the matter.” The original 
Evesham letter was issued by a Conserva- 
tive Administration, and the replies were 
also made by a Conservative President of 
the Local Government Board. And the 
right hon. Gentleman who now holds the 
position up till January last adopted the 
same views in the matter. In answer to 
a question I put to the right hon. Gentle- 
man with regard to a letter written by 
the Board at that time to the Reading 


vaccination officer, and the reply that “it 


to advise an officer of the guardians 
without reference to the guardians in a 
matter in which the guardians have 
jurisdiction,” he said that it was the 
decision in the case of Bramwell and 
Low which made him alter his views. 
And so the present Order says that 
within seven days after the six months 
have expired the vaccination officer shall 
take proceedings. There can be no 
answer to the statement that the dis- 


'cretionary power of the boards of guar- 


dians had been recognised for many 
years, but I want to drive this question 
home because it really raises one of the 
most important issues of practical politics 
in the near future. What is the right 
hon. Gentleman going to do with his 
order? Does he mean business? Is he 
going down into my constituency to 
prosecute the parents of these 5,000 or 
10,000 children who are not vaccinated, 
who decline to take out conscientious 
objection certificates under the clause ? 
In the Oundle Union there have been 
recently several prosecutions. That is a 
Union where only a few obections have 
been lodged. Were those prosecutions 
instituted by the board of guardians or 
the Local Government Board? That has 
been done where the opposition is weak. 
The right hon. Gentleman knows very 
well that there are unions throughout 
the country where people will not consent 
to have their children vaccinated, where 
many of them refuse to take out the 
conscientious objection certificate at all. 
The reason is perfectly plain. During the 
two or three months up to September 12th 
the poorer parents of Northamptonshire 
contributed in fees nearly £1,000, which 
went to the relief of the rates. That is 
a thing which Ido not for one moment 
think was ever intended. It was never 
intended to impose a fine upon the people. 
We have boards of guardians who refuse 
to and will not prosecute. I think before 
the discussion comes to an end we are 
entitled to know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman means business by this Order, 
and whether he intends to force 
vaccination officers all over the country 
to prosecute, or whether he is going to 
take the advice of the Royal Commission, 
which expressed the opinion in the 
strongest terms that it would be neither 
wise nor statesmanlike to override the 
decision of the boards of guardians. 
There are one or two other points I wish 
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to refer to. 
hon. Gentleman expressed the opinion 
that the additional cost to the rates of 
the country, in connection with the new 
vaccination procedure, would be exceed- 
ingly small. Taking the number of 
children at 950,000, the cost of the 
vaccination officer and public vaccinator 
under the old system was 2s. per head. 
Under the new arrangement it will be 
7s. per head, which represents no less an 
addition of nearly a quarter of a million 
sterling to the union rates for carrying 
out this policy. This is keenly felt, 
especially in districts like my own, where 
the expenses have been practically 
nominal for many years past, and where an 
incubus of £200 or £300 is piled upon 
she rates for a purpose which the people, 
by their votes, have expressed a desire 
aot to have imposed upon them. What- 
ever the reply of the right hon. Gentle- 
man may be upon the general broad 
issue which we raise—as to the right of 
the local authorities as against the Local 
Government Board to control these 
prosecutions, I have to bring before him 
certain other points connected with his 
administration. He accepted in Com- 
mittee an amendment to exclude any 
form of compulsory vaccination of 
children in hospitals and workhouses 


Supply 


| have a right, after his 


under the age prescribed by the Act, but | 


this has been violated both by the right 


hon. Gentleman and by the hospital and | 


workhouse authorities. In the first place 
in his Order, the right hon. Gentleman 
instructed the public vaccinator that, in 


{COMMONS} 
In the first place, the right | Gentleman to prevent these things. I 
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know he has expressed disapproval of 
this early vaccination, but I think [ 
acceptance of 
that amendment in Committee, to ask him 
to deal with this question more effectively 
in the near future. There are many 
specific grievances with which he ought 
to deal. In one notorious case a vaceina- 
tion officer entered a cottage and, without 
the presence or consent of the parent, 
deliberately re-vaccinated a two-year old 
child, instead of the infant to whom the 
notice referred. That occurred in the 
Ross Union, and I think the right hon, 
Gentleman should express a_ strong 
opinion to the Ross Board of Guardians 
on the matter. Again, numerous cases 
have occurred in which the Public 
Vaecinator has ignored the provision re- 
quiring 24 hours’ notice, and without the 
consent of the parents, they have effected 
the vaccination of hundreds of children by 
terrorism of nurses and others in charge. 
I could quote one case at Oldbury where 
the Public Vaccinator vaccinated without 
notice, and I have, too, a number of cases 
from the county of Sussex. Further 
there have been repeated instances of re- 
fusals, on the part of the magistrates, to 
recognise serious illness or even death of 
other children in the same family result- 
ing from vaccination, as an adequate 
reason for non-vaccination. The right 
hon. Gentleman will remember that, at 
his request, I agreed not to press an 


‘amendment defining that as a_ specific 


the cases of infants in workhouses and | 


hospitals, the offer to vaccinate should be | 


| 


made at the end, not of the fourth month, | 
|in which the conscientious objector’s cer- 


but of the second month. And when 
Icomplained of this distinction in 
correspondence with the Local Govern- 
ment Board, he declined to assimilate the 
law in regard to children in and out of 
workhouses. Does it not seem monstrous 
to apply one standard to poor children in 
workhouses and infirmaries, and another 
to children elsewhere? I have brought 
before him a large number of cases where 
children have been vaccinated two or 
three weeks after birth, and I have drawn 


ground, because he said his general con- 
cession covered the whole matter, and 
that such a provision would no longer be 
necessary. ‘There have further been cases 


tificate has been held to be invalid 
because it has not been sent to the Vacci- 
nation Officer within seven days as_pre- 
scribed by the Act. Several prosecutions 
have taken place in which parents have 
been fined on that ground. There was a 


which a 


case too in parent was re- 
fused a certificate by a stipendiary 
magistrate, although a previous child 
‘had been seriously ill. He was 


special attention to cases in St. Pancras | 


Workhouse, where the age of vaccination 
has ranged from eight days to twenty- 
three days, and to one case in Queen 
Charlotte’s Hospital, where a child only 
two days old was vaccinated. 


I quite | 


prosecuted before an ordinary bench of 
magistrates and fined 20s. and costs, or a 
month’s imprisonment. That was at 
Gillingham, in Kent. Many parents 
complain that they have been compelled 
to pay for producing the birth certificates 
of children, and one was actually fined when 


recognise the wish of the right hon. | he presented the notice of the registrar, 


Mr. Channing. 
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which, I believe, contains the date of the | 
birth of the child. He was on that occa- | 
sion refused his certificate. The charge | 
for these certificates is often 3s. 6d. 

Other cases have occurred in which | 
parents ordered by the magistrates to 

procure birth certificates have been unable 

to obtain exemption, because the Court 

has not again sat until after the 

child las passed the age fixed by 

the Act, and consequently the right 

to the certificate has ‘apsed. These 

matters, however, are all subsidiary 

to the main issue I have raised, viz., that 

the right to decide these matters should 

rest solely with the board of guardians. 

This was the position which we under- 

stood to be accepted by the Government 

at Reading election and at other places, 

yet now the right hon. Gentleman has 

issued an Order directing the vaccination | 
officers to proceed to institute prosecu- 

tions without any reference to the board 

of guardians whatever. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I gave no such in- 
struction whatever. | merely stated 
what the law was. 


Mr. CHANNING: The instructions 
are specific, and there is not a word with 
reference to the boards of guardians 
being consulted in any way. The vacci- 
nation officer is explicitly instructed to 
prosecute at once after the child is 6 
months old. The order, beyond doubt, 
is opposed to the procedure of 30 years, 
and overrides the rights which are 
claimed by more than 600 boards of | 
guardians throughout the country. We, 
say that this is an illegal and unconstitu- | 
tional usurpation of the rights of local | 
authorities on the part of the right hon. 
Gentleman. We acquit him of all personal 
responsibility for it, because we believe it 
to be the result of pressure put upon him 
in certain quarters. That pressure has 
placed him in an unpleasant position, but 
he will occupy a still more unpleasant 
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one if the Order is not withdrawn, seeing 
that it will bring him into regular war. 
fare with the men of Leicestershire and 
Northampton. 


Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I  con- 
sider it is my duty to say a few words as 
to the feeling of my constituents in 
Leicester on this question. If the right 
hon. Gentleman imagines that the Act of 
last year has finally settled the matter, he 
is greatly mistaken. The great majority 
of parents in Leicester would not go 
before a magistrate. No complaints, as 
ar as I know, have been made in 
Leicester as to the conduct of the magis- 
trates. They have not insulted the 
people. Indeed, every facility has been 
given the people to make declarations, 
but the fact remains that they will not 
go before a magistrate. We have had a 
very learned disquisition as regards the 
right of the Local Government Board to 
overrule the wishes of the boards of 
guardians. Let us suppose that the right 
hon. Gentleman is quite correct in his 
exposition of the law, and that the case 
has been carried to the highest court of 
appeal. The fact remains that in 
Leicester the conflict between the 
Local Government Board and the board 
of guardians, which affects the good 
feeling that ought to exist between a 
Government Department and the local 
authority, would still continue. During 
recent years only 1 per cent. of the 
children in Leicester have been vaccinated, 
and the people are quite satisfied with 
being as they are. They are determined, 
at all events, that the views of the Local 
Government Board on this matter shall 
not prevail. If the right hon. Gentleman 
considers that it is practicable to enforce 
his views on the local Board of Guardians, 
there are difficulties in the way which it 
would be very hard to foresee and dis. 
agreeable to contemplate. I strongly 
urge upon the right hon. Gentleman not 
to force his views on this matter. 


*Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derby, Ilkes- 
ton): I should like to say a few words on 
this question, because the right hon. Gen- 
tleman will remember that when we were 
in Committee last year I specially discussed 
the position and powers of the vaccination 
officers. I must say that when the Order 
was issued at the end of last year by the 
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Local Government Board I was obliged to 
regard it as, at least, unfortunate. The 
right hon. Gentleman is perfectly right 


in the position he has taken up in reference | 
to what his intention was in the debate | 


which occurred on the 19th July last. 


There is no doubt the right hon. Gentle- | 


man intended to maintain the law as it 
exists, and to take up his stand on the 
interpretation of the law which the law 
courts had given him, and which has 
been backed up by the law officers of two 
successive Administrations. He could, 


{COMMONS} 
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|ampton, with any comfort or success, 


|But that is not the only possible 
| difficulty. It may happen that 
boards of guardians will cease to 


appoint vaccination officers, and so we 
| may have vaccination falling into greater 
neglect than ever. I should like to know 
| what the right hon. Gentleman will do 
if any boards of guardians refuse to 
appoint vaccination officers, and defy the 
Local Government Board ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN : They nearly all have, 


therefore, hardly do anything else. But. 


I admit that when the right hon. Gentle- | 


man made the remarks which he did to 
my hon. friend the Member for Bethnal 


Green who moved the amendment, | | 


thought the days of vigorous compulsion 
were at an end. That was the impression 
I received from his speech ; but it was 
not the impression, I have no doubt 
now, that he intended to convey. 
But the remarkable thing is that 
before the debate I appealed to my 
hon. friend behind me in the strongest 
way not to take up the time of the 
House in moving his amendment. My 
hon. friend the Member for Bethnal 
Green refused my request, but after- 
wards was so satisfied with the speech 
of the right hon. Gentleman in the 
debate that he withdrew his amend- 
ment, thus showing that he clearly mis- 
understood the purport of the speech of 
the President of the Local Government 
Board. While we acquit the right hon. 
Gentleman of all intention to mislead 
the House, I must say the issue of the 
circular at the close of the year was, at 
all events, unfortunate. And for this 
reason: we have a number of vaccina- 
tion officers appointed by the boards 
of guardians, and receiving their pay- 
ments from the boards of guardians, these 
officers would in the future perform their 
most difficult duties without reference 
to the authorities who appoint them, 
and who pay them their salaries. The 
result of that must be that 
vaccination officers would be placed ina 
most intolerable position. 
maining the servants of the boards of 
guardians, they will be pursuing a certain 
line of action without reference to, and 
possibly contrary to, the policy and wishes 
of the boards who appoint and pay them. 
The result will be that the vaccination 
officers will not be able to do their work, 
in such places as Leicester or North- 
Sir W. Foster. 


these’ 


While re- | 


*Sir Walter FOSTER : But what action 
is the right hon. Gentleman prepared to 
take with regard to those who do not so ap- 
point vaccination officers ? Has the right 
hon. Gentleman a definite line of policy 
when the difficulty arises? Setting aside 
this question, I want to congratulate the 
right hon. Gentleman on the statement he 
has been able to make as to the success of 
the Act. That statement must be reassuring 
to the country, and to the House, that the 
policy carried out last year was, after all, 
the- right policy for promoting vaccina- 
tion. | have received evidence myself 
from medical men in various parts of the 
country that there has been a larger 
amount of vaccination during the last few 
months than in the same number of 
months for many preceding years. I 
believe, however, that the result would 
have been greater, and that we should 
have had an infinitely larger amount of 
vaccination, had it not been for the very 
stupid attitude of the Press and 
of the magistrates in this matter. 
The magistrates in some places had acted 
with stupidity, because they did not 
carried out the law in the spirit in- 
tended by Parliament. When the clause 
was under discussion last year I pointed 
out that its peculiar form admitted of a 
great variety of administrative procedure, 
and would consequently bring the Act into 
disrepute. Unfortunately, the press took 
up the case generally over the country, 
and there was a great deal of wild 
writing which induced the magistrates 
to raise difficulties in granting certifi- 
cates. The action of the magistrates 
kept alive the agitation which the clause 
was intended to allay, and I believe if 
a wiser course had been adopted, and if 
these certificates had been granted more 
easily, we should have had a much 
| greater amount of vaccination performed 
}under the Act. I am satisfied that as 
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time passes we shall have a great deal of 
the arrears of vaccination made up under 
the Act. But I believe that this would have 
been done more readily if the right hon. 


Gentleman had accepted my proposal | 
that every medical man should be re- | 


garded as a public vaccinator. There are 
one or two other points to which I wish to 
call attention. In the first place, I think 
the policy, carried out in some places, of 
prosecuting people who fail to send in 
certificates of exemption within seven 
days, is unnecessarily irritating. Another 
point is that the right hon. Gentleman 
should discourage, by every means in his 
power, the vexatious requirement that a 
man must be obliged to present a certifi- 
cate of the birth of his child when he 
applies for exemption. That is a serious 
impediment to the working of the Act. A 
man who earns only £1 per week cannot 
afford to pay 2 or 3 shillings for the two 
certificates. Again, I hold that itis theduty 
of the Local Government Board to prevent 
prosecutions being made when the plea 
of insanitary surroundings is put in. 
My hon. friend behind me quoted a case 
of a man who was fined 20s. with the 
alternative of a month’s imprisonment 
because he refused to have his child 


vaccinated when diphtheria was prevalent | 


in the neighbourhood. That was an 


intolerable hardship and an injustice. [| 


hope that the right hon. Gentleman will, 
throughout the administration of the 


Act, do all he can to lessen the causes of | 
irritation in the working of the Act, and | 
of calf | 


so promote the consumption 
lymph, which is being used to such a large 
extent for vaccination. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): | 


We all look with the most friendly 
feeling to the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Local 


Board, but it appears to me that it was | 


under something like false 
that he received the blessings 
were rained down upon him last 
Session. We accepted him, as_ we 
are told another was accepted in 
Heaven, as a repentant sinner. 
from being a repentant sinner, it now 
appears that the right hon. Gentleman 
has repented of repenting, and has gone 
back entirely to the error of his ways. 
The right hon. Gentleman tells us that if 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Bethnal Green had been submitted to the 
test of a vote it would not have been 


pretences 


Government | 


that | 


But, far | 
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‘carried. Now, how in the name of won- 

der does he know whether it would have 
'been carried or not? He might as well 
say that, if all the horses nominated had 
run in the Derby, Flying Fox would not 
have won, and Holocauste would have 
won but for his accident. 


An HON. MEMBER: So he would. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE : I am very glad 
he did not, for I backed Flying Fox. 
Be that as it may, the right hon. 
Gentleman cannot tell us with assurance 
that the amendment would not have 
passed. We really do believe that if my 
hon. friend the Member for Bethnal 
Green had persevered with his amend- 
ment we had a very fair chance of carry- 
ing it. The right hon. Gentleman has 
alluded to the speech he made on that 
occasion. He says he would not give a 
pledge that he would not enforce the law, 
and would not allow prosecutions without 
the consent of the Boards of Guardians. 
But it is a very remarkable thing that, as 
a matter of fact, all the speakers wio 
heard him, and whomadespeechesafter him, 
were under the impression that the right 
hon. Gentleman actually did say what he 
is reported tohavesaid. So thatthe illusion 
extended not only to the Reporters’ 
Gallery, but to these benches. I do not 
see the Solicitor General in his place, but 
the Solicitor General, in a short speech 
he made on that occasion, confirms the 
view that the right hon. Gentleman said 
that the vaccination officers would not be 
allowed to prosecute without the consent 
of the board of guardians. My hon. 
friend the Member for Caithness said 
on the same day— 


“The clause we have adopted only applies to 
| the 29th and 31st clauses of the Act of 1867.” 
|My hon. friend’s contention was that the 
pledge had been given in regard to the 
Act, but that it was possible there might 
be prosecutions jin regard to the Acts of 
1871 and 1874. My hon. friend in 
‘raising this point said— 


“Here we have obtained the pledge of the 
President of the Local Government Board that 
he would not prosecute under the Act of 
| 1867.” 
|My hon. friend continued :— 
| “The clause we have adopted only applies 
| to the 29th and 31st Clauses of the Act of 1867. 

It does not apply to the Act of 1871 at all. 

Under the Act of 1874, which this clause 

| Practically abolishes, the Local Government 
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Board have got power to make rules, orders, 
and regulations with regard to the proceedings 
to be taken by the guardians or their officers 
for the enforcement of the Acts of 1867 and 
1871. The clause you have adopted only 
affects the Act, of 1867, and we have got the 
pledge of the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board that he would not do any- 
thing to interfere with the relations between 
the vaccination officers and the guardians, that 
he would not put it into force. Now, 
the right hon. Gentleman may not always 
be in that position. The next President 
of the Locai Government Board may not 
take that view in regard to the matter. The 
point raised by the hon. Gentleman below me 
goes further, and I should like to have the 
Solicitor General’s view of the matter.” 


That was, that having received an 
assurance that the President of the Local 
Government Board would not put in 
force any rights he had acquired by the 
Act of 1867, to insist on the vaccination 
officers prosecuting without the authority 
of the board of guardians, whether it was 
possible for him to use that power under 
the Acts of 1871 and 1874. Now, what 
does the Solicitor General say? He does 
not for a moment repudiate the position 
taken by my hon. friend the Member for 
Caithness, that the President of the Local 
Government Board had said that he 
would not use the power under the Act 
of 1867 ; but he says— 
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“T think there can be no prosecution except 
under section 29 of the Act of 1867. No other 
prosecution is possible.” 

Therefore, we stand on this, that we on 
this side of the House, and the Solicitor 
General sitting by the side of the right 
hon. Gentleman, were under the impres- 
sion that the President of the Local 
yovernment Board had agreed not to use 
his powers under the Act of 1867. The 
Solicitor General went out of his way to 
tell us that if the right hon. Gentleman 
did not use it under that Act he could not 
use it under the Acts of 1871 and 1874. 
It was under these circumstances that 


the hon. Member for Bethnal Green 
withdrew his amendment. Now, the 
right hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Local Government Board 


says that the law of 1867 allows prosecu- 
tions by vaccination ofticers without the 
permission of the board of guardians. 
That is true, but the right hon. Gentle- 
man knows that the law had slept for 
twenty-five years. It was dead. Then 
he tells us, “ I did not make any particular 
order on the subject,” whereupon my 
hon. friend the Member for East North- 


Mr. Lahouchere, 


{COMMONS} 


(Civil Service Estimates), 919 


| amptonshire read out the order which he 
issued at the end of last year. It is as 
‘clear as possible that the right hon, 
| Gentleman sent out that order after 
making this pledge to the House. He 
revived the law of 1867, and he tells the 
vaccination officers that they are to pro- 
secute without the consent or approval 
of the board of guardians. I think that 
is a great mistake. All we claim is that 
the parents and guardians of children 


should have the right to decide 
whether the child should be vacei- 
nated or not. If you keep up 


this turmoil and trouble by the Local 
Government Board ordering the vaccina- 
tion officers to prosecute without the per- 
mission of the board of guardians, you 
are invading the whole system of ! 
self government. I have the honour to 
represent a constituency which takes a 
very strong view on the subject. It is 
one of the centres of anti-vaccination ; 
but, notwithstanding, they do not take 
small-pox. They get on uncommonly well 
without vaccination. I agree eutirely 
with the remark of my hon. friend that 
if you perpetually invade the rights of 
local authorities in this matter, if you 
keep up continuously this turmoil, you 
will make it not only a question whether 
vaccination is a good or a had thing, but 
whether a man is to be forced to 
have his children vaccinated at all. 
It must be admitted that many persons 
who have come to exercise the right given 
them by law, and who seriously object to 
the vaccination of their children, have very 
frequently been insulted by the magis- 
trates. Ido hope that the President of 
the Local Government Board will keep 
his eye on these magistrates, and, if this 
thing is not stopped, that he will make an 
example of one of them, and have him 
struck off the roll. Whatever a magis- 
trate’s view may be of the question, he 
has no right to tell a man that he isa 
fool, or an idiot, when he comes forward 
to claim the right given him by law. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will issue 
'an order in regard to the powers of the 
vaccination officers, and leave the power 
of prosecution to the boards of guard- 
ians, as was done for twenty-five years 
past. 


ann 


1M 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The hon. Member 
| who has just sat down has asked me to 
withdraw my order, 

‘ 
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Mr. LABOUCHERE: Yes. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: He thinks that if I 


give up my order the guardians will 


revert to the old position, which they 
Sir, they | 


occupied for twenty-five years. 
will do absolutely nothing of the kind. 
What was the order,.and what was our 
course in regard to it? The circular 
letter in which we imposed the order 
was to this effect : 

“Having regard to the decision of the 
Queen’s Bench in the case referred to, and 
with the opinions given by the law officers of 
the Crown, the Board have not inserted any 
provision in the order imposing any duty 
either on the guardians or on the vaccination 
officer as regards the institution and conduct 
of proceedings. The power and duty of treat- 
ing such proceedings are vested in the vacci- 
nation officer under the Vaccination Acts 
passed prior to the Act of last Session without 
any order from the Board, or direction in 
regard to it.” 

Then, some hon. Members have relied 
on one paragraph in the Order which is 
to this effect :— 

“If that notice is not duly complied with 

within the time specified therein, it will 
become the duty of the Vaccination Officer 
under the Vaccination Acts to take proceed- 
ings for the enforcement of the law.” 
These are not instructions from us ; they 
are merely anintimation, in accordance 
with theusual practice of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, as to what is the duty under 
the Acts of Parliament of the parties con- 
cerned. When hon. Members ask me to 
revert to the old practice, what is it that 
they ask me to do? 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: Withdraw the 


circular. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : Withdraw _ fiddle- 
sticks! The only thing I could do would 


be to re-insert in my order the old regu- 
lation which was in the old orders, and 
which has been already adjudged by the 
courts to be superfluous and ineffectual. 
Is it reasonable that I should be asked to 
take such a course ? Sir, I am extremely 
sorry that this misunderstanding arose. 
The only way in which it could have 
arisen is this. The hon. Member for 
Bethnal Green, has taken a very prom- 
inent part in the discussion of this 
particular question. I had always 
given him credit, at all events, that he had 
made himself master of the position ; 
but it is quite clear that he has never done 
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plainly as a man could say that I 
declined to accept his amendment, he 


would have known that certain other 
things followed as a_ matter of 
course. The hon. Member for East 


Northamptonshire quoted in support of 
his view the statement made by the hon. 
Member for Caithness, who said that I 
had promised that I would do absolutely 
nothing whatever to interfere with the 
relations between the guardians and the 
vaccination officers. Well, I have done 
absolutely nothing ; I have left them on 
one side altogether. The Board have not 
inserted any provision in the order im- 
posing any duty either on the board of 
guardians or the vaccination officer as 
regards the institution of proceedings. 
Then, I am asked to keep my eye on the 
magistrates, and strike them off the roll. 
The Local Government Board have 
nothing whatever to do with that, and I 
can hardly think the hon. Gentleman 
was serious in his suggestion. Any com- 
plaints of the conduct of magistrates in 
relation to vaccination certificates should 
be addressed to the Home Office, and any 
complaint of vaccination under unsanitary 
conditions will have careful examination 
by the Local Government Board. As to 
the vaccination of workhouse children 
under the age of two months, I have not 
the particulars with me at the present 
moment, but I am under the impres- 
sion that no objection or opposition what- 
ever was made by the parents of those 
children, who were perfectly acquainted 
with what was going on, and although I 
quite agree that, as a general rule, so far as I 
am advised, under ordinary circumstances 
it is not advisable that children should be 
vaccinated at so early an age, there has 
been nothing in the circumstances which 
have occurred to call for active inter- 
ference on the part of the Local Govern- 
ment Board or for any re-consideration of 
the Order. An hon. Member has en- 
larged upon the enormous number of 
children going unvaccinated now in 
various parts of the country, and asked 
me what I was going to do as to this 
Order. Sir, out of 640 boards of guard- 
ians in the country I am thankful to say 
that there have never been more than some 
half-dozen or a dozen Boards who have 
made difficulties, and all of these, with 
two or three exceptions, have been either 
settled or are on the eve of settlement. 


so ; he has never understood the position of It was for that reason that I regret, 


affairs ; otherwise, after I had. 


said as | 


more than I can say, the kind 
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of speeches which have been made | Is the custom of the last thirty years to 
by a limited number of hon. Gentlemen | be enforced or not? That is a perfectly 
in this House to night, because the only | simple question, and one that the House 
effect of those speeches going forth to the | has a perfect right to have a straight- 
world can be, although I hope they will | forward, clear, and definite reply upon, 
not have much effect when the guardians | 
know their duty, to increase whatever’ Mr. CHAPLIN: You have had a 
difficulties there have been. What I | definite reply. 
shall dois to perform the duties which | ———— 
Parliament has imposed upon me, to the} _ ue eg bor Ww ell, then, I am bac 
very best of my ability, without fear or | pe I ar: song — understand Mt, 
favour, of course avoiding—I should be | ii hi wines ; 2 it _was understood 
very foolish if I did not—anything that | °” Z h side of the House. Will the 
would cause irritation ; at the same time | ak < Lene Gentleman give us a clear 
I shall do my utmost to promote vaccina-| °° OF No” as to whether the 
tion. I shall do, in fact, in the future ro the last thirty years 18 going 
exactly what I have done in the past. I “a re altered, "f ot es Government 
have received the report of the Board’s | e cL ee said to be 
medical inspectors as to the increase or ees 
decrease of vaccination in eleven different) me “CHAPLIN: I have already told 
unions—West Bromwich, Maidstone, | ,, ht de Dene teen vealed Minuet ie 
Lambeth, Fulham, St. Olave’s (South- poet gga seine liedoesn Mage, 80 
2 ’ ’ : ., | Court, and I have no power to interfere, 
wark), Holborn, Whitechapel, St. 
Saviour’s (Southwark), Paddington,, Mr. BAYLEY: Then, when is the 
Stoke-on-Trent, and the County of right hon. Gentleman going to enforce the 
Glamorgan. In the first quarter Jaw upon different Boards of Guardians, 
of 1898 the number of vaccinations in and when is he going to enforce it in 
those eleven Unions was 3,744; - in Leicester? Is he going to enforce it in 
the first quarter of 1899 there were 6,614 any constituency ? There have been many 
vaccinations, a net increase of 77 per changes in the Vaccination Bill of last 
cent. So far as it goes, I have every year, and I think, if the right hon. Gen. 
reason to hope and believe that that may tleman will enforce it in any one of those 
be taken as a fair indication of what is constituencies where it is not enforced 
going on in other parts of the country. to-day, there will be alconsiderable change 
What I conceive to be my duty is to do of front again on this question. But do 
everything in my power to promote an [| understand that in Leicester the law, as 
increase of vaccination throughout the the right hon. gentleman has given it to 
country, similar to that which is going on ys to-day, will be enforced by the Local 
in those eleven unions. Government Board? Will they prose- 
cute and pay the money for prosecutions ? 
Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouth- Is the right hon. Gentleman going to be 
shire, W.): I think the statement of the in earnest on this question? If he is not, 
right hon. Gentleman is most satisfactory. he had better tell us; if he is, let him 
I have always thought that there was a | begin thecampaign. Meanwhile, I should 
good deal of exaggerated alarm on the like to know if he is really determined, 
subject. But the figures which the right | whether he means to commit the Board 
hon. Gentleman has just given must have | of Guardians of Leicester to prison 
satisfied him, as well as the House and | because they won’t find money to pay a 
the country, how much better the! vaccination officer. 
amended Bill was than the Bill originally | 
introduced. | Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The hon. 
Member who has just sat down 
Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- seemed to think that the Local Govern- 
field): I rise for the purpose of asking | ment Board would be compelled to 
the right hon. Gentleman one question. imprison the Guardians of Leicester 
I am sorry to say that, in listening tohis| and of other districts if they did 
speech very carefully this afternoon, I not obey them. I have a suggestion 
have not been able to understand for | to make to the Local Government Board 
one moment what the Local Government if they are placed in that position, and 
Bcard are proposing to do in the future. | that is, to adopt the Irish system. In 


Mr. Chaplin, 
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Ireland, if a Board of Guardians does not 
do its duty, paid Guardians are sent down | 
to take their places. I should be very | 
glad to see this system adopted, because 
I believe, if it were adopted in England, 
we should be able to get rid of it in 
Ireland. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I do think we 
ought to have an answer to the question 
put by my hon. friend the Member 
for Chesterfield, for it really is the whole 
crux of the position. Suppose that in a 
constituency there are no prosecutions, 
either on the part of the Board of Guar- | 
dians or of the vaccination officer in the 
case of persons who are not vaccinated, 
what is the action that the right hon. 
Gentleman proposes to take? For 25 
or 30 years the Local Government Board 
did not interfere. They left the matter | 
entirely to the localities. Is it the inten- 
tion of the right hon. Gentleman to 
continue to act on these lines, or does he 
intend, when the Guardians do not give 
their consent to a prosecution, to order 
the vaccination officer to give his consent ? 
When neither the Board of Guardians nor 
the vaccination officer is prepared to 
prosecute, is it the intention to order 


218 


1899} (Civil Service Estimates). 


‘a prosecution on behalf of the Local 


Government Board ? 


Mr. CHANNING: May I supplement 
that question by another, which I think 
the right hon. Gentleman will find it 


absolutely necessary to give a clear 
‘answer to? 


What will happen if the 
vaccination officer declines to carry out 
or institute any prosecution ? 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness) : 1 should like, 
as a further question, to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman, whom the vaccination 
officer is to obey if the Board of Guardians 
are not in favour of prosecutions and the 
Local Government Board are. At present 
a vaccination officer has to give security 
that he will obey the directions of the 
Local Government Board, as well as of 
the Board of Guardians who appoint him 
and pay him. All prosecutions mean 


| money, and, unless the Board of Guardians 


provide it recourse will have to be made 
to the Local Government. Board, I do 


‘not think the Local Government Board 


have any fund which could be used for 
this specific purpose. 

The Committee divided; Ayes, 59; 
Noes, 190. (Division List No. 168). 


AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) Jones, William 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 


Langley, Batty 


M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred 


Labouchere, Henry 


Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb ) 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacAleese, Daniel 


(Carnarvons.) | Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 

| Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

| Souttar, Robinson 

| Spicer, Albert 

| Steadman, William Charles 

| Tennant, Harold John 

| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 





Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 
Duckworth. James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Esmonde, Sir Thomas 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Gurdon,Sir WilliamBrampten 
Holland, Wm. H.(York,W.R.) 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C., 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baker, Sir John 

Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W.(Leeds). 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM H. (Bristol) 





Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand | 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir S (Whitechapel) 
Morton, E J. C. (Devonport) | 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, James (Wicklow, W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Palmer, Sir C. M (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks.) 


NOES. 


Beach, W W Bramston(Hants. ) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Birrell, Augustine 
Blaikiston- Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Butcher, John George 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J A(Glasgow 





Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell(Notts. 


| Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 


Wilson, Frederick W(Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Wilson, JosH(Middlesbrough) 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Mr. Pickersgill and Mr. 
Channing. 


Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
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Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Courtney, Rt.Hn. Leonard H. | 
Cox, [rwin Edward B. (Harrow | 
Cranbourne, Viscount 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Digby, John kK. D. Wingfield. 
Dixon-Hartland,Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. 
Douglas- Pennnnt, 
Drage, Geoftrey 
Drucker, A. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Sempre Rt HonSirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
F ‘inlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wyzram, General Sir F. 
a lannery , Sir Fortescue 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gartit, William 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gose chen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, W.Raymond-(Cambs. ) 
Gretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt Hon LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 


A. Akers- 
Hon, E. 8. 


Original Question again proposed. 


{COMMONS} 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayne, Rt Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James 


| Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H 


Helder, Augustus 

Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hill,Sir Edward Stock( Bristol 
Hoare, Ed wBrodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Samuel (N auiah) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon.James HenryCecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson,Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon.SirJohnH 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut-General 
Lawrence, Sir E. D - (Corn) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewelyn, Sir Dillwyn-(Swan 
Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. ) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, E. Robert Pacy 
Morgan, J L. (Carmarthen) 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A H.A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 

Nicol, eooag “ Ninian 
O’Connor, T. P. (L iverpool) 
O'Neill, Tg Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
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| Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 


| Pilkington, Rich(LanesNewt’n 
| Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
| Powell, Sir Francis Shar p 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, SirW.Overend (Edin 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert ‘ 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Russell, T. W. (‘'yrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks, 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 


| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Rt.Hn.J.G.(Oxf'd Univ 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Webster, SirR.E (Isleof Wight 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A.CLE. 
Whiteley,H. (Ashton-under-L 
Williams, Colonel hk. (Dorset) 
Willliams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wodehouse, RtHonE.R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodall, William 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES.— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| struck me as being inconsistent with the 
(Isling-| remarks of the Chancellor 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT of the Ex- 
ton, S.): I wish to draw the atten-| chequer on the Finance Bill, because 
tion of the Committee to the! the right hon. Gentleman then stated 


varying character 


and other publie works. 


and restricted length | 
of the repayment of loans for municipal | 
I had hoped it 


that he 


hoped 
distant date to give better 
repayment of these loans, and he spoke 


able at no 
terms for the 


to be 


would have been possible to avoid any | with regret of the apparent indisposition 


motion on the subject, 
question of my hon. 
received a more favourable 


fortunately the reply only referred to the | 


and that the | 


reply. Un- 


of Municipal Corporations to avail them- 
friend would have | selves to the extent he would have wished 
of the assistance of the Government in 
relation to loans generally. 


One great 


inability of the Local Government Board | | difficulty, undoubtedly, has been that the 
to increase the length of the terms, and | terms of repayment have been onerous 
apparently refused to give that considera-' and have prohibited Corporations from 


tion which municipal and 
authorities urgently desire. 


other 


local using those facilities as much as they 


That reply | otherwise would be disposed to do. I 
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quite admit that some difficulties arise 
which are not entirely within the control 
of the right hon. Gentleman. There are 
various Acts of Parliament which pre- 
scribe different periods of repayment, 
and various departments prescribe dif- 
ferent terms for the loans’ which 
they authorize for public works. I 
hope that, at some early date, instead of 
the gross anomalies and absurdities 
which now exist some better and more 
logical system can be created, under which 
public bodies will know exactly what 
they may expect with reference to this 
question. But although these difficulties 
exist, I venture to say that, except 
perhaps in the case of tramways, which 
are under the jurisdiction of the 
President of the Board of Trade, and 
with the exception of what may be deter- 
mined by Act of Parliament, the President 


of the Local Government Board has the | 


| exercised its discretion unwisely. 


chief discretion in this matter, and it | 


rests with him to say what length of re- 
payment shall be laid down. I should 


like to direct attention to the fact that | 


the Act of Parliament which gives this 
discretion has, I think, by long course of 
practice, been given rather a restricted 
interpretation. The Act says that the pub- 
licauthority may determine what thelength 


of the term of repayment shall be, and | 
class of work of the very highest impor- 


that then it shall obtain the sanction of 
the Local Government Board. It seems 


to me that the rational interpretation of | 


the Act is that the local authority should 
determine the time which the repayment 
should cover, and ask the sanction of the 
Local Government Board. That would 
be local government in the true sense of 
the term. Instead of that, however, the 
Board has acted on a different principle. 
It must be admitted that there are 
different terms, and great variations in 
practice. Ifa loan is granted through a 
Bill in Parliament, the term may be as 
long as sixty years ; if under the Public 
Health Act, fifty years; and if an appli- 
cation is made by the Local Govern- 
ment Board under the Municipal 
Corporations Act, the term is only 
thirty years. That generally is the 
practice. Take two cases in point. If 
you take a piece of moorland for a water- 
shed you may have a term possibly of 
100 years. If on the other hand you 
apply to the Board of Trade for a site for 
a tram depot in the centre of a populous 
town, you are limited by the provisions 
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That is an inequality most difficult to 
defend. What is the result of that 
system? Suppose the money in each 
case was £100,000 there would be a very 
considerable difference in the annual re- 
payments. Take another case in which 
I think the Local Government Board has 
In one 
of the boroughs it was decided to re- 
pave certain streets with wood in 
the very best possible manner, in- 
cluding that part covered by the 
tram lines. It was also resolved to pave 
the side walks at the same time. The 
Board of Trade gave a period of thirty 
years ; yet the Local Government Board, 
for the parts outside the tram lines, and 
also for the side walks, limited the period 
of repayment to fifteen years. That dif- 
ferential system cast a considerably 
greater burden on the ratepayers. The 
period of repayment should be propor- 
tioned to the life of the work for which 
the loan is granted. The contention 
of the persons concerned in the instance 
I have given was that the part within 
the tram lines was the one to suffer 
most from traffic, and that the other 
parts would only be little affected ; yet 
the term of repayment in 'the first case 
was double what it was in the second. 
I am also informed that there is one 
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tance, both from the social and economic 
point of view, which has been very 
materially impeded by the action of the 
Local Government Board, and that is the 
housing of the working classes. The 
desire on the part of municipalities in 
those cases is to provide on the most 
reasonable terms for those who are unable 
to obtain house accommodation, and yet, 
owing to the rapidity of repayment, the 
present generation is compelled to pay a 
very high rate. Everyone will admit 
that the Local Government Board has 
an important function to fulfil which 
is not to be overlooked. It rests with 
the Board to protect _ posterity 
from any undue burden being imposed 
on it by the present generation. All we 
ask, in view of the inequalities and anoma- 
lies between the department and Acts of 
Parliament, is that there should be some 
uniform and reasonable system ; and, above 
all, that where modern public works, 
which are generally of a_ substantial 
character, are constructed for the benefit 
of the community, the department should 


of the department to some thirty years. have fair regard for the probable length 
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of life of such works. Rightly or wrongly, | 
there is a very strong feeling among all , 


classes of local authorities that the dis- 

cretion of the department has not been | 
exercised as well as it might be. I trust | 
that what the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 
said on the Finance Bill will be remem- | 
bered by the President of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board, and that inducements will be | 
offered to corporations to avail themselves | 
of the financial assistance which can be | 
given to them, and which is valuable not 

only to the corporations, but also as a/| 
means of investment. I beg to move the 

reduction of the vote by £500. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


‘““That Item A (Salaries) be reduced to 
£500, in respect of the salary of the President 
of the Local Government Board.”—(Sir Albert 
Rollit.) 


‘Loans Act. 


*Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I wish 
strongly to emphasise the appeal of my 
hon. friend. The decision of the Local 
Government Board has had a _ baneful 
influence on the progress of works in the 
borough which I represent. A few years 
ago the Board of Guardians of West 
Ham applied to the Local Government | 
Board for permission to raise a loan in | 
order to purchase land and erect build- 
ings for an infirmary. They were | 
informed that the Board had no power 
to extend the period of repayment 
beyond 35 years. An Act was) 
passed by this House giving the 
Board power to extend the period to) 
60 years, but when the Board of 
Guardians applied for those terms they 
were told that the loan on land must be 
repaid in 40 years, and that on buildings 
in 30 years. Oddly enough, the borough 
authorities came to Parliament at the 
same time, and by a private Bill 
obtained permission to raise a loan to be 
repaid in 60 years, double the period 
allowed to the Guardians by the Local 
Government Board for the loan on_build- 
ings. It seems tc me that, while some 
general line of action should be adopted 
by the various Departments concerned, 
the rule should not be too rigidly 
enforced in new communities such as 
West Ham, which in thirty years 
has grown from a few thousands to 
a population of over a quarter of a 
million. All our loans are outstanding, 
and it is unreasonavle that the taxation 
for their repayment should fall entirely 
on the present generation. I quite agree 


Sir A. Rollit. 
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that we should have some regard for the 
burdens which we impose on posterity, 
but I think also that we should have 
regard also for the present generation. In 
fixing the date for the repayment of 
loans regard should be had for the con- 
ditions of the community concerned. In 
a borough recently incorporated, with a 
rapidly growing population, it is necessary 
to erect infirmaries, schools, and other 
public buildings, and it is uureasonable 
to compel the present generation to pay 
for them. 


Lord E. FITZMAURICE (Wilts, 
Cricklade): I wish to add a word about 
the borrowing powers of county councils, 
which depend upon the well-known 
clauses of the Local Government Act, 
1888, taken in connection with the Local 
I believe that the result of 
these clauses taken together is that the 


county councils cannot borrow under any 


circumstances for a period of more than 
20 years. Now, I am not an advocate for 
a very lengthy period, but I think a cast- 
iron rule is a mistake, although there is a 
tendency to put a little too much upon 
posterity. I think 30 years, considering 
the character of some of the buildings, is 
too short a term. There is no grievance 
with regard to the loans for main roads 


/and pavements, and I do not think any 
loans for that purpose ought to exceed 30 


years. The matters for which county 
councils borrow are chiefly for the erec- 
tion of lunatic asylums, police stations, 
and ma‘ters connected with the constabu- 
lary. Owing to the number of lunatics 
sent into asylums, there is a growing 
tendency, which cannot be avoided, to con- 


_ tract loans for the purpose of enlargingasy- 


lums, and I think 30 years is rather a short 
period in regard to matters of that kind. 
In almostevery county town in England the 
accommodation provided for the county 
police no longer supplies the requirements 
of modern ideas, and the county councils 
have to contract a considerable debt to 
make provision for the county con- 
stabulary. Therefore I think it is rather 
a grievance that we should have a cast- 
iron rule fixing the period at 30 years. I 
am inclined to think that it can be fairly 
argued that there ought to be dis- 
cretionary power in such cases, where 
the President of the Local Government 
Board thinks that the buildings con- 
templated are of such a_ substantial 
character that a longer period is justifiable, 
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to grant a longer term to the county {be fixed for the repayment of the money 


council, 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 
think there is a great deal to be said on 
the other side of the question. One of 
the serious dangers of modern times is the 
great increase in the borrowing tendency 
of local bodies. I think we ought to lay 
it down that the present generation 
should, within a reasonable time, pay 
for these improvements. There has been a 
very great change during the last 20 or 
30 years, because formerly localities had 
to pay 44 per cent, interest for these loans, 
and now they get them for very little over 
3per cent. Therefore they have borrowed 
the money to very great advantage, and 
the amount which they have to pay in 


| borrowed. 





|of their industry. 


We have not only to con- 
sider the life of the work, but also the 
change of fashion. Many of the works 
may now be up to date, but in the course 
of a few years they may become old- 
fashioned and antiquated. They may be 
like the machinery in a textile factory, 
which may be perfectly good but yet out 
of date, and has to make way for better 
machinery. The same thing applies to 
public works, and that is a consideration 
which we should bear carefully in mind. 
Then we have to consider the probable 
life of a community, for some of them 
last only about thirty or forty years 
as a town, and then they often return to 
their rural condition through the failure 
I have known places 


interest makes a veryslarge difference in | in Lancashire which in my boyhood were 
the amount that has to be paid each year | country districts, but became centres of 
for the repayment of these loans. Al-/ industry, and now, the minerals being 
though I should not say that the period | exhausted, have again become country 
of thirty years ought never to be ex- districts. I should be extremely sorry 
ceeded, I should be very sorry indeed to | to see the term made so limited as to 
see more latitude given in this matter. | hinder progress, but at the same time I 
Many localities are now borrowing enor- | think it is unwise to postpone a payment 
mous sums of money—very properly, in | which must be made sooner or later, and 
most cases—but in doing so they ought to which unless care is taken may become 
be prepared at the time to pay a large| most oppressive and injurious to a 
proportion of the cost of those loans. It | coming generation. 

is quite true that people change their | : 
notions of what is required, and it has *Sirm WALTER FOSTER: I can quite 
been said that the county police stations | understand the desire of the right hon. 
are not up to the standard at which they Gentleman not to extend the period of 
ought to be. It is quite possible that in | loans generally, considering the enormous 
another thirty or forty years another | amount of the local indebtedness of this 





change may take place, and the people | country. 


may then think that the present stations 
are not good enough. I think we should 
be prepared to encourage local bodies to 
pay off these loans within thirty years in 
nearly all cases, and I should regret to 
see anything done to secure momentary 
popularity which would make borrowing 
more easy. I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
man will not be too lenient, and not give 
way on this question. 


*Sir F. S. POWELL (Wigan) : I think 
that upon this occasion we ought to con- 
sider the subject with thoughtfulness and 
with care. I feel quite sure that to limit 
the time unduly would be to hinder pro- 
gress by preventing localities from carry- 
ing out great improvements. We should | 
have regard, in all cases, to the nature of 
the works, and I think anyone who has 
observed the short life of many of these 





works will feel that a short time ought to 
VOL. LXXII. [FourTH SERIES. } 


But there are some points in 
which a little leniency might be exercised. 
Take the case of a rural district where 
there is the greatest possible difficulty in 
obtaining any action by local authorities 
for sanitary purposes because they are 
frightened by any increase in the rates. 
Scores of small urban and rural districts 
are in a condition which is a disgrace 
and a danger to the whole nation. 
We shall never get rid of that state of 
things unless we enable the local authori- 
ties to carry out sanitary works under 
more easy conditions. I should not my- 
self be disinclined to see some central 
method of dealing with these questions, 
although I am afraid that this is not 
likely to be done. I think the right hon. 
Gentleman would be wise, in dealing with 
loans for the water supply and for sani- 
tary purposes in such areas as I have 
alluded to, if he would extend, as far as 


possible, the ‘period for repayment. In 
H . 
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such cases as these it is not only the com- | 
munity which is likely to be endangered, 
but even the whole nation may be injured 
by the neglect of a particular locality. If 
that state of things can be avoided by the 
extension of the period of repayment for 
aloan, a benefit will be conferred upon 
the community at large. 


GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : My view is that if com- 
munities are determined to be extrava- 

ant they ought to pay for it, and pay 
or it within a limited period. Very 
often—as 1n cases with which I have been 
associated—it is not the local authorities 
who are extravagant, but the Local 
Government Board, who insist upon them 
being extravagant. Take the case of 
my own borough. The Local Govern- 
ment Board has, no doubt most wisely, 
insisted that they should sewer and lay 
on fresh water supplies into the borough. 
That is, therefore, not their extravagance, 
for it is done by the direction of the Local 
Government Board. The occupier has to 
meet the rates, but he is, in many | 
cases, simply a leaseholder, and it is hard 
to make him bear the burden of great | 
permanent improvements, because he | 
undertakes when he leases the ground | 


and puts the houses on it that he will | 


pay all the taxes. When new taxes are | 
sprung on a community by the Local 
Government Board, the occupiers are 
called upon to meet the whole of the 
expense if the loan is to be paid within a 
limited period, and not spread over the 
whole tenure of their lease; a state of 
things which they never contemplated at 
the time when the lease was taken. In 
such cases I think the time should be 
much more extended than it is at present, 
and the occupier should not be burdened 
with the whole cost of the improvements. 








Mr. CHAPLIN: I desire to remind | 
hon. Members who have spoken that in | 
these matters the Local Government | 
Board are the trustees for posterity, or in 
other words, for the future ratepayers of 
the country, and we are obliged in our 
discretion to take such action in these 
matters as appears to us, at all events, to | 
be fair to all the interests and all the 
parties who are concerned. I have given 
the greatest attention to the matters 
which have been placed before me, and 
after considering as carefully as I could all 
the various points of view which have 


Sir W. Foster. 
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been submitted to my consideration, | 


|came to the conclusion that the Local 


Government Board should go more in the 
direction of the views stated by my hon. 
friend the Member for Islington. © With 
regard to the period mentioned for loans 
with respect to the purchase of land, my 
hon. friend is mistaken, for almost invari- 
ably the practice of the Local Govern. 
ment Board is, in sanctioning loans for 
the purchase of land, to allow a period of 
fifty years for its repayment. Therefore, 
I heard with some surprise the state- 
ment which fell from my hon. friend. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: Perhaps the 
right hon. Gentleman will permit me to 
say that if I was mistaken I was mis: 
informed. My information came from 
one of the town clerks affected, who has 
been in communication with the Local 
Government Board. 


Mr.CHAPLIN: Then, the hon. Member 
for West Ham called my attention to a 
case which had occurred only the other 
day, in which he said some land had been 
purchased for an infirmary, and that while 
the town council had been able to borrow 
money for purposes other than for the 
purchase of land at a period of sixty 
years, in this case the Board of Guardians 
only allowed thirty years. 


*Mr. GRAY: I said that thirty years 
was the period which the Board of 
Guardians could borrow for under the 
sanction of the Local Government Board 
for the buildings. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Some expectations 
appear to me to have been aroused by the 
Act to which my hon. friend referred, 
which was passed in the year 1897. 
Previously to that time it was quite true 
that in the purchase of land the 
Guardians would not have been able 
to obtain a loan for a_ period of 
more than thirty years. In __ that 
respect they were placed at a great dis- 
advantage as compared with other local 
authorities. That Act extended the 
period, with a view of placing boards of 
guardians on a similar footing with regard 
to the purchase of land as other authori- 
ties. It appears to have been the 
expectation and consequence of that Act 
that wider and more general changes 
were to have been made with regard to 
the periods for loans borrowed. I do not 
think that I need to go into the various 
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questions raised by my hon. friend, ex-{ Board to supervise all the details of ex- 
cept in one particular instance, and that | penditure for this purpose. But, even in 
is allowing a period of 30 years in the| such cases, where it may have required 
case of wood pavements. My own/|the erection of certain buildings or 
experience is that to allow 30 years for | accommodation, it is very desirable that 
the laying down of wood pavements | there should be as much inducement as 
would be an extraordinary time, because | possible for the local authority to confine 
the paving would perish long before the | the expenditure within the smallest limits 
repayment of the loan was completed. I} they possibly can, consistently with the 
could not sanction any proposal of that | due performance of the work. Having 
kind. My hon. friend raised another} regard to the great increase in the 
question with which, as far as my own/ indebtedness of the local authorities 
feelings are concerned, I have some| throughout the country, and _ having 
sympathy, and that is the question of | regard to all those other considerations 
loans for the erection of workhouses and | to which I have alluded, I am not dis- 
ac ommodation for the aged and deserving | posed, and I should be most reluctant, to 
poor. But there is another side to that | meet the views of hon. Gentlemen with 
question. It must be remembered that | regard to the extension of the period for 
the repair and maintenance of such| repayment, in the interest of the rate- 
buildings becomes more expensive every | payers of the future, or to proceed in the 
year, and the ratepayers of the future | direction in which they ask me to pro- 
will have to find the money for|ceed. The hon. Member opposite urged 
maintaining and extending the accommo- | that in regard to sanitary matters some 
dation, as well as the interest on the loan. | concessions might be made ; but, when I 
Ithink the House ought not to forget | come to consider the various purposes for 
that a change of circumstances very often | which sanitary expenditure is incurred, 
in these days involves great expenditure, | and the different times allowed for 
and very often expensive alterations have|the loans for different purposes, I 
to be made. Even at the present moment |cannot think that there is any 
there is a great demand for better accom- | great necessity in this case for a change, 
modation in the workhouses in various|or that improvements are prevented 
parts of the country for the aged poor, | because the periods for repayment are 
and claims in this direction may have to | not extended. The question of sewage 
be made at no distant period upon the | was mentioned, but in such a case as that 
ratepayers of this country. If we were| we have discretionary power to allow 
to extend the period for the repayment | forty years, and I do not think that that 
of loans for such purposes to 50 or 60. period is so short as to prevent wise and 
years, which I think has been suggested, | necessary improvements being carried out 
we should have one generation of rate- which would otherwise be accomplished. 
payers paying for the new and the old, My hon. friend complained that the 
accommodation as well, and’ I cannot help | County Councils were not allowed more 
thinking that that would be a most unfair | than thirty years for the erection of 
arrangement. There is also this con-|lunatic asylums, police-stations, and 
sideration—that the shorter the period | matters of that kind. He thought there 
the more it will act as a check upon | was no grievance in regard to the main 
extravagance, and certainly when you | roads, but in these cases my hon. friend 
consider how enormously the loans bor- | thinks that the period might be increased. 
rowed by local authorities are increasing |I should say that, generally speaking, 
by leaps and bounds every day, I do think | the arguments I have endeavoured to put 
that we ought not very willingly to part | forward with regard to workhouses and 
with any check upon extravagance of that | accommodation for the aged poor apply 
kind. It has been pointed out from the | in exactly the same degree to the case of 
benches behind me that this expenditure | lunatic asylums, and I am more disposed 
is often incurred undertheinstructionsand | in that direction to be lenient. I am 
the insistence of the Local Government | very sorry indeed that it should fall to 
Board itself. I acknowledge that,for sanit-| my lot or that I should conceive it to 
aty purposes, it is the duty sometimes of the | be my duty to resist a demand made 
Local Government Board to give instrue-| by so many hon. Members representing 
tions of that kind. But even then it is | various constituencies, but for the general 
impossible for the Local Government reasons which I have stated I have come 
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to the conclusion that it would be con-; pauper children. I will ask now per- 
trary to the public interest to concede | mission to lay before the Committee a 
their demand, and therefore I cannot |few facts with regard to this matter, 
accede to the proposal of my hon. friend. | The Committee was limited to the Metro. 
z | politan Schools, containing some 17,000 

*Mr. MENDL (Plymouth): I very | pauper children, but I believe it may be 
much regret that such a cast-iron rule in | taken as substantially representing all the 
regard to local loans should exist. The pauper schools of the country. The 
case to which the hon. Member for | condition is worse in London because 
West Ham referred was the case of | the schools are larger, but the vices of this 
new community which has grown up in | system of training are obvious everywhere, 
a generation and had all its leans out- | The conclusion the Committee came to was 
standing ; but the community I represent | that the system was an extremely expen. 
is a very old community which is now | give one, and an extremely unwholesome 
being transformed into a new town. In| one The herding vast numbers of 
consequence of the conditions on which | children together in large institutions has 
the local loans are obtained and repaid, | g deadly effect on herlth and character ; 
that new town is being built up at the | it produces worse results than when 
sole expense of the present rate- ichildren are brought up even in the 
payers. Whole streets are being | poorest homes. The Committee give a 
pulled down and _ rebuilt, and | number of recommendations for the sup- 
water works, etc., are being erected at | pression of this system altogether. It was 
their expense. The natural result of a) shown that the average cost for 17,000 
system of this kind is to discourage any | pauper children was £29 5s. 6d. per head, 
Local Committee from improving an old | oy 7}, per child a week ; that is to say, 
town. It is a matter of very great regret | the cost of bringing up a pauper child is 
that the right hon. Gentleman is/ about half the income of an average 
not able to hold out some hope that some | working class family containing six or 
alteration might be made in the existing | seven persons. At the Hanweil school 
system of repayment of local loans, as the | the cost ran up per child to as much as 
natural result of it is to discourage local | ¢49 15s. 9d. The cost of that enormous 
progress in consequence of the unfair | institution was £177,000. That, in any 
burden imposed upon existing ratepayers | case, is a wasteful expense in the highest 
by the cost of permanent improvements | degree. But that in itself would not 





being thrown entirely on them. |matter so much if the system were not 
Original question again proposed, | such a bad one. I do not think there is 
Motion by leave withdcawn. 'a philanthropist who does not agree 


, that to herd fifteen hundred children 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg to move | together in an institution where they are 
the reduction of the salary of the Presi- | only known by numbers is anything but 
dent of the Local Government Board by |injurious to the health of these children. 
£100, in order to call the attention of the | The rate of mortality is far higher than 
Committee to the administration of the |that of the poorest families in the 
barrack schools for pauper children | metropolis. Infectious diseases are 
under the present Poor Law system. I|neyer absent from these institutions. 


wish to specially remind the Committee | Qphthalmia is a constant scourge ; there 


that the Poor Law Schools Committee | are times when as many as 20 per cent. of 
een si : ; 2 . 
cm =e afr tig me ‘the children are ill at a time ; in some of 
on y unwholesome character | ; $1 dng ; 

a ch atueieaih aaa sitet. Ste dieu ' the schools all the children have been 
seg ee tic eger man ? a Y Odject | visited with this plague at one time or 
In me Pe e matter eee the Commit- | another, and great numbers of them have 
tee oe “0 - spur on the Local Govern- | their eyes weakened for life ; they go out 
ment Board and to spur on the Boards of | into the world heavily handicapped from 


or to ce out the broader policy | this cause alone. The report of one of the 
of the recommendations of the Committee. | medical officers shows that you cannot 


That Committee was presided over by | have a number of children herded 
Mr. Mundella, and contained a number of | together without mischief of this kind 
well-known gentlemen, and altogether | occurring. He says— 

korn c pea S as bt myer Com- “Tn the schools as conducted at present, 
— oo € question of | with the exception of Hanwell, every child 
Mr. Chaplin. 











tior 


the 


dis 
ave 
ind 
dit: 
knc 
sys 
has 
on 

ver 
tai 
eler 
not 
sub 
but 
Gor 
Cor 


firm 
tion 
in I 
Sch 
stan 
chil: 
The 
Dey 
Boa 
the 
ter, 
life 
opir 
dea 
of ¢ 
shot 
of t 
seve 
miré 
tion 


She 
“] 











232 


per- 
ea 
iter, 
tro- 
000 
be 
the 
The 
use 
this 
ere, 
was 
pen- 
ome 


has 
ter ; 
hen 
the 
ea 
sup- 
was 
000 
ead, 
ay, 
d is 
age 

or 
1001 
1 as 
ous 
any 
hest 
not 
not 
e is 
Tee 
ren 
are 
but 
ren. 
han 
the 
are 
ns, 
ere 
. of 
e of 
een 
> or 
ave 
out 


the 
not 
ded 
ind 


ent, 
hild 








933 Supply 


loses its education directly it gets ophthalmia. 


The attack often lasts for months in greater 


or less severity, during the whole of which 
time the child ceases to have any mental 
training or to be subjected to the school 
discipline. Although in some cases the time 
that active eye mischief is present is com- 
aratively short, the eye may remain un- 
oalthy, or in a state that necessitates 
isolation during many months. Throughout 
this pericd the children must spend their days 
in the room or airing yard of the isolation 
ward. They have for companions only other 


children afflicted in the same way ; they are | 


cut off from their friends, from their games 
in the field, from their walks in the 
country, from their work in the school or in 
the shop ; if able to read they have no oppor- 
tunity, and they are not ill enough to interest 
others. Thus, in the milder cases the restric- 
tions necessary for preventing the spread of 
the malady constitute a much greater imme- 
diate evil for the affected children than does 
the disease itself.” 

But this is not the only disease prevalent 
in these schools; ringworm and _skin- 
diseases are also very common, and the 
average health of the children is very low 
indeed. That seems to be a terrible con- 
dition of things, and although everybody 
knows that it is practically true, still the 
system is going on, and nothing whatever 
has been done to improve it. The Report 
on the education of the children is also 
very unsatisfactory ; the standard at- 
tained is very much below that of ordinary 
elementary schools. The inspection is 
not by the ordinary class of inspectors 
subject to the requirements of the Code, 
but by a special class under the Local 
Government Board. The Report of the 
Commission states : 

“The information we have obtained, con- 

firmed as it has been by our personal observa- 
tion and examination, has convinced us that, 
in many of these particula:s, the Poor Law 
Schools of the Metropolis are far below the 
standard usually attained, age for age, by the 
children in public elementary schools.” 
The schools are not under the Education 
Department, but the Local Government 
Board. But worst of all in my opinion is 
the evil, the demoralising effect on charac- 
ter, especially in the case of girls, of the 
life of the schools. There is only one 
opinion among all the witnesses as to the 
deadening effect of this herding of masses 
of children without love or affection. I 
should like to quote two or three proofs 
of this. Miss Whitworth has acted for 
several years as Secretary for that ad- 
mirable Society, the Metropolitan Associa- 
tion for Befriending Young Servants. 
She gives a list of these faults : 


“ Rudeness, sullenness, violence, destructive- 
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| ness, carelessness, idleness, obstinacy, and a 
| curious ignorance of common things.” 





This witness also alludes to another 
| trait in the character of the girls. They 
| are unable, she says, to face any difficulty, 
| and they are in despair at a small trouble. 


| “A girl only thinks she would ‘like to be 
| dead, or to commit suicide or something, 
| when she gets into a minor trouble or difficulty. 
| Perhaps she is put upstairs for a half-day, and 
| she says she will never do anything again as 
long as she lives, and will never be seen alive 
| again ; that kind of thing is very common; 
| the inability to face difficulty comes from 
never having had any difficulties to face ; a girl 
in school has so few difficulties, she does not 
know what it is to have survived them, and 
she thinks she cannot survive them. 


‘*This failing is attributed by the 
witness to the fact that the children have 
everything done for them at the school, and 
that they necessarily lead a mechanical and 
routine life. The following is the testimony 
of a lady who has worked for twelve years 
amongst workhouse girls :— 


“Tn district school girls, with scarcely an 
exception, I have found very strongly ‘marked 
what I think is a great characteristic of the 
girls brought up in such large schools - intense 
obstinacy and sullenness.... do not 
remember a single instanee of exactly the 
same kind of temper among the other girls, 
| the greater number of whom come from very 
| poor homes ; their fathers dock labourers, and 
| large families living in one or two rooms. I 
| do feel most strongly that family life, even 
| among the very poor, has an entirely different 
| effect on the character of a child from life in a 
| large school.” 





| Dr. Barnardo is also a gentleman who has 
| had vast experience of this subject. He 


/has passed through his hands altogether 
11,000 children. His evidence before the 
Commission is of immense value. With 
regard to the girls he says :— 


| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| “The mental condition of the girls has been 
| a source of great amazement to me, their dul- 
/ness and incapacity, and_ especially the 
animalism of their tempers. I have had some 
| of these cases which have been the most per- 
| plexing I have ever had in all my experience, 
| and I have been compelled to reject most of 
| these girls as unfitted for emigration. I did 
| so with great regret, but there was no hope of 
| my being able eventually to emigrate them. 
| I do not know whether a topic of this sort may 
| be usefully introduced here; but I am bound 
| to say that evil habits are much more pre- 
| valent than, I think, the publie have any con- 
| ception of in all Poor Law establishments of a 
| barrack class in which girls are aggregated.” 

| Now, I particularly ask the Committee to 
| listen to this sentence :— 


| “Very few girls come from Poor Law institu- 
| tions who have not, apparently, been more or 
less contaminated. When these children were 
| sent down to our village home, or to our other 

homes, the facts crept out in a few days in their 
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own communications with other girls in the | addition to which there are 4,000 boarded 
cottage. Our small cottages gave us so much | oyt with other unions. Another recom. 
more opportunity of finding the evil out much Ratton ty the h hild ‘h 
more quickly than would have otherwise been | Mendation Is that these children s ould 
the case.” be separated from the penal class as much 
I do not think that anyone will deny the | 9S possible. They should be brought up 
substantial truth of what I stated. These | im @ healthy home, in God's ordinance, 
which is the only way to bring them up. 


facts are admitted on all hands, and 

although this Report was issued five or One of the rules of the Local Govern- 

six years ago, this scandalous condition | ment Board is that no child can be 

of things is still going on. boarded out at a greater cost than 
4s. a week. In the pauper school 


Mr. CHAPLIN: No, no; it is not. | they cost Ils. a week, but to be 
boarded out they must not cost more 
Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I believe| than 4s. Just consider what an absurd 
there has been one change. There is the | limit that is. Is it not better to board 
Sutton school, containing 1,500 children, | them out for 5s. or 6s. or 8s. per week 
and I believe a scheme is now in progress | rather than keep them in these barrack 
for removing some of that great mass of | schools at a cost of 11s. per week ? I have 
children. But the great bulk of the | one quotation which I would like to give 
schools, which contain 52,000, are still in | to the House as to the advantage of home 
the same condition that they were five | training — 
years ago. How long are we going to be | ‘Que advantage to the child of boaidisg 
before we alter it? The way in which | out is that it provides home training and 
we are wedded to this system has some- | allows development of personal affections. Of 


times made me think that there must be | course the home training is what has made 
| our English working classes as good as they 


some persons interested in these large | are. Home training invelves a great many 
establishments where such large numbers | things which perhaps men know ro. of than 
of children are herded together because | women; it is the small details of every-day 


of the difficulty there is to change their ae life poe bring out the oageees of a 
habits. I cannot doubt that one of the oath caianedeads. & deedas self. rat, 
chief obstacles to the adoption of a more | dence, resourcefulness, thriftiness ; it learns 
humane system is the class of officials who | by the example of its elders. This is a per- 


draw good salaries, and the persons | fectly unconscious influence, and no amount 
interested in the contracts given to of teaching by direct information could 
oly Soa eer 1 clothing thaehiad give a child that particular class of 
them for feeding and clothing the children. experience which it gets in the every- 
I noticed the other day a scheme for | day home life—the rubs and __ frictions 
building large numbers of cottage homes, that come from brothers and sisters and elders 


: a = and youngsters ; the self-denial that it sees its 
but they are to be built in large villages, sateebe gohig through when times are Wi, 


and the cost of each house would come tO | the happiness when times are better; the 
£200. For that you could build a first- | need oe forethought ; the dependence for 


class workman’s house. The Guardians success pee a nr aa habits ; the value : 

, ; SS : -, money and clothes — from all these the 
will not sayy — ede ath ytd public boarded-out child learns and realises what the 
opinion in this House, and the only reason | jife that is coming to it will be. Then there 
that I raise the question here to-night is | is another thing, home life draws out the 
in order to let the public know what is | Praponea affections, and I think it is one of 

in oN ce , the most terrible things in workhouses or in 
being done ow, what I propose to do | very large schools that a child who can else- 





1s to suggest that some of the recommen- | where be trained, up to a certain age, through 
dations of the Committee which reported | its affections has that particular item in its 


five years ago should be carried out. The | human character perfectly undeveloped, and I 
principal recommendation of the Com. | pee a fs = yee that so kine of yo 
ittee was to board out the children in| the offeerm of ti ongae gece Be 
ml , | the officers of the schools. I think they do 
respectable working class homes, as is | good work as far as they can, but it is a sheer 
done in every country but this—as is | impossibility that they can do what can only 
done in Scotland with such excellent | be,done in the ordinary everyday home. 
It h th b f | ‘Then another point is that they are edu- 
results, where the number Or pauper | cated in a family of mixed ages and hoth sexes, 
children disappear, because they are | which is most important. Of course, it is 


brought up with other children, and so | impossible in a 0 school or in a large work- 
lose their pauper taint. The total num- house to allow the boys and girls to mix 
together, and they never see each other from 


ber of children boarded out now in this | one year's end to another. This is a serious 
country is 2,000 out of the 52,000, in | drawback in after life, especially with girls; 
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they have not been accustomed to receive the 
respect which a boy ought to give to a girl in 
his own cottage home, they do not know how 
to treat boys, they have never seen them ; 
consequently they do not know how to treat 
young men, nor do the young men know how 
to treat the girls when they meet them.” 


Next to the system of boarding out, I 
would put Cottage Homes. By Cottage 
Homes I do not mean a large village of 
twenty or thirty houses, which results in 
many hundreds of children being brought 
together, but the Cottage Homes like 
those of the Sheffield Union, where 
twenty or thirty children are put under 
the care of a kind motherly house-mother, 
and the children attend the public schools 
of the place, and live as natural a life as 
possible. I desire to separate the children 
from everything which contains the least 
pauper taint. The last thing towhichI wish 
to call the attention of the Committee 
is a method of which I have myself 
very great experience, and that is emi- 
gration, and I say, of all the means at 
our disposal, that is the best way of dis- 
posing of pauper or deserted children. 

have had very considerable experience of 
this system, and have been a party to the 
emigration of 3,000 poor children from 
Liverpool to Canada. These were not 
Poor Law children, but rather waifs and 
strays and the really destitute ; but they 
had not the name of pauper children, which 
is such a brand of inferiority in Canada. 
These children get on far better in 
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| training; you pay them about £10 a 


| head, allow them their passage money 
to Canada; the whole thing can be 
done for £15, or £20 at the outside, 
instead of £300. Looking at it from 
an economic point of view, there does 
seem to be an enormous saving in treat- 
ing the children in this way, and I can- 
not understand the practice in this 
country in regard to it. When I blame 
the guardians they say it is the fault of 
the Local Government Board, and when 
I speak to the Local Government Board 
upon the subject they lay the blame 
upon the boards of guardians. In 
Canada we have 5,000,000 of people 
with unlimited territory ; in crowded 
London we have 6,000,000 of people and 
multitudes of children; and yet nothing 
is done to make use of this grand channel 
for the disposition of our pauper children. 
A great portion of these workhouse chil- 
dren are children of parents who have 
contracted the taste for drink, which they 
have transmitted to their descendants, 
and in their surroundings in this country 
they have become drunkards. But we 
have thousands of these children, who 
have been sent to Canada, who have 
grown up to manhood and womanhood 
free from temptation, and have remained 
all their lives total abstainers. Surely, 
| when the House is aware of the enormous 
| advantages of this system, they ought to 


‘bring pressure to bear on the Local 
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Canada than is possible in this old and| Government Board and the boards of 
crowded country. They easily find there | guardians to look better after these poor 
homes in the houses of yeoman farmers, | children. It is very hard to see why 
where they live with the family, and | reforms of this kind are so slow of being 
are often adopted, and the vast majority | adopted in England. I believe we re- 
do well in after-life. One great advantage | quire legislation to bring power to bear 
is that they are entirely cut off from their | on backward boards of guardians, and to 
degraded relatives in this country, who | stop vicious parents taking their children 
constantly get hold of the pauper chil-|from school and tramping about the 
dren when they come out of the insti- | country with them, because the children 
tutions and drag them back to vice and | in the process acquire vicious habits and 
misery. Here we have an overplus of | are continually thrown upon the rates. 
children ; every channel is choked up. In | They deal far more summarily in America 
Canada there is a large free channel ; but | with these vicious parents. The children 
instead of seeing that system increase it| are by law taken out of the hands of 
is steadily diminishing. At one time the | vicious parents, and put under the con- 
Board of Guardians of Liverpool used to | trol of trustees up to the age of 18 and 21, 
emigrate 400 children a year, and now it | and so saved from continuing the vicious 
is 78. No doubt there are difficulties in | lives to which their parents are con- 
the way, little trifling expenses of | demned. We require something of the 
£1 here and £1 there, which the) kind in this country, but we are so 
guardians cannot see their way to pay; | dreadfully jealous of the rights of parents 
but in reality it isa great economy. You | that we have hitherto refused to interfere 
send these children for a six months’ | with their rights over their unhappy off- 
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spring. I hope that one result of this 
debate will be that something will be 
done by the Local Government Board in 
regard to the treatment of pauper child- 
ren more encouraging than in the past. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£50, in respect of the salary of the President 
of the Local Government Board.” — (Mr. 
Samuel Smith.) 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, West): I 
rise to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board for some information 
as to the policy he desires to adopt in 
substitution for the system of barrack 
schools. The right hon. Gentleman 
stated that the Sutton school is to 


be closed; but I should like to know! 
when, and to what purpose that very | 


large building is to be devoted. I ex- 
press the hope that that building will not 
be devoted to children who may be 
described as feeble-minded and defective. 
Apart from the future of the buildings, 
what is the policy of the Department in 
regard to the future of the children in 
these large schools? The right hon. 
Gentleman has spoken of the comparative 
failure of the boarding-out system. I am 
afraid that for that failure a certain 
amount of blame is to be attached to the 
Department. Only two of the unions 
connected with the Sutton school— 
Woolwich and Camberwell—have availed 
themselves of the boarding-out system, 
and that to avery limited extent. The 
plan of the Local Government Board of 
building blocks to accommodate sixty 
children is one which requires more com- 
plete experiment than it has yet obtained 
before it should be sanctioned to any 
large degree. The block system is un- 
doubtedly better than the barrack 
system, but it is open to the chief objec- 
tion to the barrack system—namely, the 
creation of an artificial atmosphere 
around the children. Probably you will 
obtain a higher percentage in regard to 
sanitation, health, ophthalmia, etc. ; yet you 
cannot from an ethical or educational 
standpoint regard these blocks of houses 
as being at all an adequate or advisable 
way of dealing with the children. I 
would like to know from the right hon. 
Gentleman whether his Department 
had really decided to sanction the pro- 
posal of the Stepney Board of Guardians 
to expend no less than £10,500 on the 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 
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purchase of land in Essex on which to 
erect blocks of cottages for 250 children 
which are at present in the Sutton 
schools. If the Stepney Board of Guar- 
dians had pursued asimilar course to that 
adopted by the Whitechapel Board of 
Guardians they might have found that 
they could have reduced the number of 
children to be dealt with by 40 or 50 per 
cent. Aneven more dangerous departure 
is, I] understand, contemplated by the 
Poplar Board of Guardians, who propose 
to found a whole village of pauper chil- 
|dren at a minimum cost of £100,000. 
| And Greenwich and Dulwich, I under- 
stand, also propose to go in for large 
blocks. I would suggest to my right hon. 
friend that, in sanctioning the building of 
| these blocks of schools, he is taking a step 
which in the event of failure it would be 
exceedingly difficult for him to redress, 
If you once have these large blocks of 
buildings erected, you have them on your 
hands for all time to come, and it would 
be impossible, however unfavourable the 
results may be, to effect any change or 
reform, at uny rate for many years to 
come. The great difficulty about the 
boarding-out system advocated by my 
hon. friend the Member for Flintshire is 
that of securing suitable foster parents 
and adequate inspection. In regard to 
the difficulties of inspection I am not 
quite sure that the remedy does not lie 
with the Local Government Board them- 
selves. If they had carried out the 
recommendation of their own Depart- 
mental Committee they would have 
appointed several lady inspectors, instead 
of one only. The duties of inspection 
have not been carried out with much 
discretion or tact. Obviously you do not 
encourage working people to come for- 
ward and express their willingness to act 
as foster parents if they are to be treated 
by the inspectors as ‘“ persons to be found 
out.” There has, however, never been a 
case in which boarding-out has proved a 
failure in the Australian colonies, and I 
do not believe myself that the difficulties 
I have mentioned are insurmountable if 
properly dealt with. In large industrial 
communities, such as Woolwich— which is 
building blocks of houses, each to accom- 
modate sixty children—it would be abso- 
lutely absurd to say that you could not 
get forty respectable working men and 
their wives to undertake the care of these 
children. I feel quite confident that 
with greater stimulus from my right hon. 
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friend a great deal may be done in/ 50,000. That statement is probably a little 


encouraging and developing the boarding- | high ; but it would not, I think, be beyond 
out system. Now, sir, the hon. Gentle- | the mark to say that the number would be 


man advocated another method of dealing 
with these children—a method of which 
[ also am largely in favour—and that was 
the principle of scattered homes. This 
principle has passed the experimental 
stage, and has been a great success at 
Bradford, Bath, and Sheffield. The 
system, of course, is that the houses 
should respectively accommodate fifteen 
children—I believe that is the number at 
Sheffield, but the Sheffield Guardians 
think it rather excessive. I would 
rather see ten children in each home, and 
they should attend the public elementary 
school and participate in what may be 
called the general child life of the com- 
munity. They lose in that way the 
taint of pauperism which I am afraid, if 
once attached to a child, clings to it all 
through its life. I think the Local 
Government Board would do well to 
help forward as far as they can those 
boards of guardians who are prepared to 
adopt the scattered home system. I am 
afraid that they have not done so alto- 
gether. I am afraid with regard, for 
example, to Camberwell that they have 
not exhibited that appreciation of the 
enterprise that that Board of Guardians 
has displayed in relation to the scattered 
homes of their pauper children. I 





|in these schools. 


/somewhere between 30,000 and 50,000. 


The figures appear to be mounting up at 
an alarming rate. As a member of the 
London School Board I have frequently 
come across cases of this particular tramp 
class. We have, for example, a lady 
visitor now in the Tower Hamlets district 
whose special business it is to look after 
the children of this class, who are to be 
found either in the casual wards of a 
workhouse or in a common lodging-house. 
The Bill to which I refer would give 
guardians the power, when they are 
called upon, to retain their hold of these 
children until they are able to earn their 
own livelihood. 


* Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon) : I wish to call attention to 
one point, and it is the system of education 
in Poor Law schools. I find that a re- 
commendation of the Poor Law Schools 
Committee Report pointed out the desira- 
bility of more trained teachers. I con- 
sider the teachers to be a most important 
factor in any school, and I should like to 
know what orders of the Local Govern- 
ment Board have been issued, or what 
steps have been taken, to improve the 
teaching and obtain more trained teachers 
I find on looking at 





pass from that to another matter to/ the statistics of these schools that there 
which the hon. Member has alluded, viz.,| are 172 teachers employed, of whom 
tramps. On that head I think no blame! only 60 are trained. The rest are 
isto be attached to the Local Govern-! partially trained, but most of them are 
ment Board, because both the President | untrained. The few who are partially 
and his Department have given a sympa-| trained obtain Queen’s scholarships. 
thetic help to a proposal which has been | But there are a great number who have 
before Parliament for the last three years | no qualifications for teaching at all, and 
for increasing the powers of boards of | who would not be recognised by the 
— to deal with vagrant children. | Education Department. There are those 

hat that Act has not become law isno| who hold a certificate by the Local 
fault of the Government, or of the | Government Board. We know that the 
President of the Local Government | Local Government Board is not an 
Board. I am afraid the source of the | educational authority, and the certificate 
evil is to be traced to the occupants of |Yepresents a much lower standard of 
the benches opposite. But if the Govern-| qualification than that of the Education 
ment can see their way to bring in a Department. Why should these children, 
Bill of their own to deal with this ques- | simply because they are pauper children, 
tion upon similar lines, I believe they | be taught by teachers who are not trained, 
would find it would be generally wel-| and who simply hold a certificate without 
comed. I feel sure it would be enthusi-| any educational qualification attached to 
astically received on this side, and I feel | it whatever? I say there is need of a 
sure many hon. Members opposite would | higher standard. A standard has been 
give it their support. I have seen a recommended over and over again by the 
statement made to the effect that children Commissioners, and I should Jike to know 
of the tramp class number no fewer than | what has been done towards advancing 
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the recommendations by the Local! to elementary schools. In Stoke when 
Government Board. We need a higher the workhouse children attended the 
standard both in the interests of the Board schools it was found that their 
scholar and the teacher. Inthe interests | education was of a very low standard 
of the children, to begin with, because indeed, and they were very much behind 
all children, and particularly those of the | the other children in the schools. In 
poorer classes, and of the very poorest, | Ipswich, not long ago, there was a pro- 
ought to receive the best possible educa- | posal to send the girls of St. John’s Home 
tion calculated to form capable citizens toa public elementary school, and when 
from the best possible teachers. Again, | a guardian objected, one of the others— 
teachers in all departments of public} himself a workhouse boy in the forties 
service should stand on the same footing, | stated that he was in favour of send- 
and should be able to pass freely |ing the girls to a public elementary 
from the service of Poor Law authorities | school, ad he added that since the boys 
to that of other school managers. Of| of the Home had gone out to school they 
course, no one wishes to disregard the | had become much brighter. All the 
claims and interests of all competent guardians, with the exception of one—a 
teachers now on the staff, but wherever | lady — voted in favour of the girls also 
vacancies occur the Local Government | being sent out toschool. I trust the Local 
Board should see that those vacancies are | Government Board will recommend every 
filled not by incompetent teachers, not by | board of guardians to act similarly. 
those who get certificates sanctioned by | Poverty is not a crime but a mis- 
the Local Government Board, but by | fortune, and we should in the in- 
teachers qualified under the Education | terests of civilisation and humanity do 
Department. Some of the teachers are | our best to remove these children from 
mere drudges. I will read a portion of the stigma and taint of pauperism, and 
a letter written by a certificated Poor Law that can be partially done by placing 
teacher to the Schoolmaster of the 12th/| them in schools where they will enjoy 
November, 1898, giving an idea of a Poor | free intercourse with other children 
Law teacher’s daily life :— | drawn from all classes of the community. 





“ Rise at 7 a.m. take children in dining hall | - 
to facut wping 7 i pagal ar eeen, | *Mr. DRAGE (Derby) : As one of 
(teachers’ breakfast), school at 9 a.m. till 12 | those who have been urging on the Local 
oct ed eye Poser | mst ony 'Government Board the desirability of 
ti 2.35 or 12. eachers’ dinner), school at | “ : 204. 
2p.m, to 4.30 p.m. ; take children in hall at | a, — for e-'9 a I 
6 p.m. to 6.30 p.m. to supper, hear wuagy and | Should like to point out that great 
see children to bed at 7.30 p.m. or later.” | reforms have been accomplished 
, : |the last few years. In the first 
I say that that kind of life makes a/ place the staff of the Board has been 
teacher a mere drudge, gives him no varied | considerably increased and many of the 
interest in life, does not widen his intellec- | abuses which obtained in times past 
tual outlook, and provides him with no | were really largely due to an insufficient 
chanceof mixing with his fellow-men. In| staff and to want of proper accom- 
eleven schools the teachers are resident| modation for the staff. The right 
on the premises, but in nine others I am ‘hon. gentleman has by means of 
glad to say they live out of school and so | girculars and by the action of his 
come in contact with their fellow-men. | department carried out reforms in re- 
The plan gives more freedom and fresh- | ference to nursing and other details. He 
ness to the tcachers, and enables them} has also constituted in the Children’s 
to become moic c..cicut instructors. | Committee of the Metropolitan Asylums 
The remedy for the present state of things | Board a new authority to remove certain 
is to send all the children out of these | classes of children from Poor Law 
inefficient schools to public elementary | schools. It is very hard to convey 
schools, and I earnestly press on the! to the Committee the enormous difi- 
President of the Local Government Board | eylties attending what appears the 
and his staff the desirability of transfer-| apparently simple operation of breaking 
ring these Poor Law schools to the| up one of these barrack schools. Many 
Education Department. In several dis-| hon. Members are aware of the enormous 
tricts the guardians are already sending | difficulty of obtaining from the various 
the children from these workhouse schools | Jocal authorities in the metropolis the 


Mr. William Jones. 
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necessary agreement. There is one insti- 
tution in connection with the Poor Law 
system which has rendered excellent ser- 
vice, and the work of which has been 
much encouraged by the right hon. 
Gentleman. I refer to the training ship 
“Exmouth,” and now when there is an 
outcry for more sailors for the Navy 
and the mercantile marine it is pleas- 
ing to direct attention to the figures 
which the right hon. Gentleman has been 
able to give with reference to that in- 
stitution. I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he would consider 
the desirability of stationing other ships 
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no provision is made for their proper 
accommodation and education. Again, 
'asthe committee is aware, such children 
have often to be protected from their 
| parents when they get situations, and 
/what I desire further to ask is whether 
the right hon. Gentleman will extend the 
| power of inspection at present possessed 
‘by the Girls’ Friendly Society, which 
| does the work of the Metropolitan Asso- 
‘ciation for Befriending Young Servants 
'in the provinces. In 1897 no less than 
| 2,686 girls—all Poor Law children— 
| were looked after by the London society, 
and what I ask is that the right hon. 


either at Grays or around the coast | Gentleman, through the Local Govern- 
under the same superintendence and|ment Board, should use his influence 
the same committee. There are,|on behalf of the sister society in the 
however, one or two abuses of which | provinces with unions which do not now 
we have to complain from year to| permit lady visitors. I may remind the 
year, and to which I wish to direct the | Committee, as showing the admirable 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman. | action of these societies, that whereas 
First of all there was the question of the | many years ago one girl in five returned 
children of vagrants, called “ins and | to the workhouse in a pitiable condition, 
outs,” whose education is broken off when | probably to remain there for the rest of 
they leave the workhouses. The right | her life, the proportion has now been re- 
hon. Gentleman has been asked to intro- | duced to one in fifty-two, and if permis- 
duce a bill to deal with it, but what I} sion similar to that given to the town 
desire to point out is that there have | society were extended to the country 


been several decisions by the metropolitan 
magistrates that such children can be 
dealt with underSection 14 of the Industrial 


society a great advantage would be gained. 
In connection with the emigration of boys 
and girls to the colonies I would earnestly 


SchoolsAct,1866, merely ontheground that | ask the right hon. Gentleman whether he 
their parents are not providing them with | could not in some way meet the views 
education. If the right hon. Gentleman | which have been expressed on that sub- 
cannot introduce a Bill this session I| ject. There is only one other matter 
would urge him to make known to metro-|to which I desire to refer, and 
politan and country boards of guardians | that the position of the canal boat 
that there is an existing provision under | children. It is one of the ano- 
which the children of vagrant parents|malies of our present adminstration 
can be dealt with. Such children | that these children are now partly under 
coming into and going out of work-| the inspection of the Local Government 
houses are a moral and physical dis-| Board and partly under that of the 
advantage to the children with whom | Education Department. The result is 
they associate; they discourage the | that they are practically left without any 
teachers, and are themselves as regards | education at all. A very short Act of 
their parents a scandal to the country. I | Parliament or a more stringent adminis- 





am well aware of the reforms which the 
right hon. Gentleman has carried out, but 
I would wish to ask him whether he is 
going to give any further accommodation 
for Poor Law children now in the 
workhouses in the metropolis. The 
Poor Law Commissioners and _ their 
successors have, since 1841, been never 
tired of calling attention to the result of 
bringing up children in workhouses in 
London in the midst of poverty. Chil- 


| tration of the existing law would lead 
those children from a life of almost 
|certain vagrancy into a condition of 
moral and physical improvement, and 
I earnestly press the matter on the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman. 
| The question of the enormous increase of 
| Vagrancy in recent years is one which 
| will, no doubt, engage the earliest atten- 
‘tion of the right hon. Gentleman in the 
near future. The number of vagrants 





dren in London workhouses are worse off was larger last year, in 1898, than it has 
than children in country workhouses, and | ever been since 1858, with one exception. 
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A question arises upon this point, upon 
which more than once I have pressed the 
right hon. Gentleman, under the Bill 
passed by Her Majesty’s Government in 
1882—whether he cannot promote con- 
tinuity and uniformity of administration 
in the Vagrancy Act. When this has 
been done, as in Liverpool and elsewhere, 
we have had a great diminution in 
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'heg. They are of a poor and sordid 
| Origin, and it is only too likely that, even 
'without this incitement and example, 
they would take to begging methods of 
| life when they leave the schools. It is sug- 
gested, as a reason for not putting an 
end to the practice, that the money is 
devoted to giving the children a treat at 
| the Crystal Palace. No one would wish 


vagrancy. I wish to ask the attention of | to deprive the children of that treat, but 
the Committee to one subject more, I would suggest that there are other 
namely, that though we have had | ways in which money could be raised for 





exhaustive inquiries into this subject by 
two Committees, so far as I am aware 
there has not been in this House the 
slightest opportunity given for discussing 
the reports of the two Committees which 
have considered the question of the un- 
employed. It is a matter which is bound 
to come up again with increasing urgency, 
and I do press upon the Committee that 
now is the time, when trade is steadily 
increasing, to cope with this difficulty. 

respectfully urge that the recommenda- 
tions of the last Committee upon the sub- 


ject, that local organisations for thrift | 


and charity should combine with the 


local boards of guardians, is one which | 


offers the most practical and satisfactory 


solution, not only of the problem of the | 


unemployed, but that of old age and 
poverty of every form. 


Mr. TREVELYAN (York, W.R,, 
Elland): I wish to draw attention to the 
practice of allowing the children of the 
Sutton barrack schools, on Derby Day, 
to beg coins from passers-by. This 


matter has already been brought under | 


the notice of the right hon. Gentleman, 
but it would seem that he has determined 
to do nothing to put an end to the 
practice. We hope that the determina- 
tion is not irrevocable. The circum- 
stances are these :—On Derby Day it is 
the practice, and it has becn for twenty 
years, to permit the children at these 
schools to be drawn up in a field near Ly, 
with banners flying and band playing, for 
the purpose of attracting the attention of 
those who are going down to the 1race- 
course. 
money in the course of the day. Per- 
sonally I have no particular objection to 
their receiving money from those going 
down to see the Derby ; I would object 
quite as much if the money came from 
people going to a cricket match or a 
Church congress. What we do object to 


| the purpose, either by private subscrip- 
| tion, or by the Local Government Board 
| permitting the expenditure of public 
| money to the small extent which would 
| be necessary to give the children a day’s 
‘holiday. I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
| man will consider whether he cannot stop 
this encouragement of begging propen- 
| sities in the children, and for the future 
prohibit the practice. 


| Mr. HAZELL: I wish to draw atten- 
|tion to the expenditure going on in 
connection with certain orphan schools. 
We know that the system of large 
barrack schools has been condemned, yet 
in spite of that condemnation by experts, 
considerable sums aie still being ex- 
/pended upon them. How is it that a 
sum of £6,000 is to be expended on a 
new infant school at Hanwell, and that, 
at Marylebone, £12,000 is to be spent, in 
| spite of the statement of the right hon. 
'Gentleman that he is unfavourable to 


any further development of the system ! 





*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : I do not think 
my hon. friend will find that any expen- 
diture which has been sanctioned for 
_ these schools has been sanctioned for the 

purpose of providing any further accommo- 
dation. It is only to provide for altera- 
tions which could not ke avoided, and 
which are necessary in the interests of 
the children already in the school. My 
right hon. friend said, two or three 
years ago, that he would sanction no 
expenditwe involving any enlargement 
| of the schools. 


They collect a large sum of | 


| Mr. HAZELL: Still, the fact remains 
| that, as I understand, some thousands of 
pounds are to be spent in building new 
|infant schools. There is another point I 
wish to touch upon. The system of 
barrack schools is a very wasteful one. 
Take the case of fecd. ‘There is a rigid 


is that children should be permitted to | rule that each child shall have exactly 


Mr, Drage. 
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the same amount of food, and the result 
is that, while one child gets more than 
he can eat, ancther does not have enough. 
Miss Davenport Hill has shown the 
enormous waste of food which goes or, 
and, I believe, the Bethnal Green Board 
of Guardians, last November, took the 
trouble to ascertain the extent of the 
waste. They weighed all the food given 
out and all left, and they found a waste 
of 190 gallons of bread and meat, while 
in three weeks, in December, they dis- 
covered a waste of 178 gallons of milk 
alone. The present system of barrack 
schools is notoriously expensive as well as 
inefficient, and I should like to emphasise 
what has been said as to the boarding out 
of pauper children. It is well known 
that the cost of boarding them out is 
a great deal less than the cost 
of keeping them in barrack schools. 
In Scotland 84 per cent. of the pauper 
children are boarded out, while in 
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‘ Department, and pauper children ought 
_to be placed in the same condition as 
| other children, and their teachers ought 
' to be as competent as the teachers of the 
| Board Schools. In fact, a lot of work is 
|done by the Local Government Board 
| which ought to be done by the Educa- 
| tion Department. I have had a little 
‘experience of the Scotch boarding-out 
_system. I was a member of the parochial 
| board of one of the largest parishes in 
| Scotland, which sends four members to 
Parliament, and all the children there 
were boarded out. I went out over and 
over again to inspect the children, and 
found in every case they were happy and 
comfortable, and became, in fact, the foster 
children of the foster parents, bore their 
name, and very often took charge of the 
old women in their declining years as if 
they were theirown mothers. Ninety per 
cent. of the pauper children in Scotland 
are boarded out, and the system has been 





England only 5 per cent. are boarded out. | thoroughly successful in every direction. 
There is this great difficulty, however, | You take away the children from their 
that unless the foster parents are care | early associations, place them where 
fully selected, and the children carefully | nobody knows whether they are pauper 
inspected, their last state is worse than | children or not, give them a home train- 
the first. I bave had considerablé ex-| ing, and afford them ten times a better 
perience of boarding out children for a| chance of succeeding in after life than 
limited period. 





I am connected with| under the English system. My hon. 
Committees which send 50,000 or 60,000 | friend the Member for Flintshire has 
children to the country in the summer | spoken of ophthalmia and contagious 
months in cottage homes, and that ex- | diseases spreading among the children in 
perience leads me to the conviction that | the barrack schools. Twenty years ago I 
all these pauper children should be sent | was medical officer for Norwood, and I 
to the country the whole year round. Of | saw plenty of the effects and physical evils 
course, there are many villages where the | of the barrack school system ; but these 
house accommodation is so_ limited, | were nothing to the moral evils. All you 
and so. bad, that no children| do under the English system is to breed 
could be boarded out to any good | a pauper class, and to take away all the 
purpose ; but, on the other hand, there | elements of character ‘which might be 
are villages where the accommodation is | useful to the children in after life. I know 
good, and where the surroundings are | not how long we are going to keep up 
wholesome from a moral, social, and educa- | this terrible system in England, the evils 
tion point of view. We are thankful | of which are admitted in every debate 
for the limited amount of progress that | we have had for years in this House. 
has been made in this direction by the | We all agree that the boarding-out system 
Local Government Board, but we ask|is the best, but practically nothing is 
that it should be continued and extended | done. I hope we shall have a double 
to a much greater degree. | Division—a Division against the Educa- 
|tion Department on the vote, and a 
Dr. CLARK : There are two items | Division on the whole estimate. 
on this vote to which I have a very! 
strong objection. The first is the educa-| Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
tional part. I have always thought it ston): The constituency I have the 
ridiculous that the Local Government | honour to represent have a magnificent 
Board should grant low grade certificates establishment 10 or 15 miles from 
which nobody will accept. This matter London, and there, I venture to say, the 
ought to be in the hands of the Education | cottage home system will compare 





| 
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favourably with the boarding out system 
referred to by the hon. Gentleman who 
has just spoken. The Local Government 
Board ought to have the credit that they 
have encouraged the cottage home system 
for pauper children. I have gone down 
to see these children within the last 10 
days, and have seen them undergoing 
physical exercise which would have done 
credit to the best Board Schools. I admit 
that the old barrack system was very bad, 
but the method of the cottage home 
system, encouraged by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, is bearing splendid fruit, 
and the children are receiving the 
highest possible training to fit them 
for the struggle in life. Many of the 
parents of the children of the poorer 
parts of London regard with envy the 
training which these children get in 
the cottage homes. I have not enquired 


into the certificates which the teachers in | 


these homes hold, but I have seen the 
training which they give to the children, 
and it is most exemplary. 


Lorp E. FITZMAURICE: I think 
we will all agree that whatever the out- 
come of this debate may be, we are dis- 
cussing one of the most important and 
interesting questions which could be dis- 
cussed in this House—one far more im- 
portant than those which have excited a 
great deal of feeling and have commanded 
a larger attendance, for we are discussing 
what is to be the future of those who, to 
use a popular phrase, are called the sub- 


merged tenth. We have heard to-night | 
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| schools were founded originally from the 
most excellent and philanthropic motives, 
but, like many other experiments, they 
have not worked out in the manner that 
|was hoped. If you take an ordinary 
| union in the rural districts, or in small 
country towns, you find that very few 
pauper children find their way into these 
large barrack schools, and that they have 
been boarded out or sent to cottage 
|homes. The conclusion that this discus- 
sion seems to me to bring us to certainly 
coincides with my experience, namely, that 
there is no universal scheme to be found 
for the education and future training of 
the pauper child. You must adapt your 
machinery according to your circum- 
stances, for the machinery which may be 
good for crowded centres in the metro- 
polis and in our great provincial cities 
is not necessarily the best for the 
| other districts which have been described. 
|In reality, if this question is ever 
|to be dealt with in any thorough going 
|manner, it must be dealt with as a 
rule by a careful study of individual 
districts, and, I might almost say, of 
individual cases. I recollect, that 
some years ago there was in one of 
|the reports of the Local Government 
| Board a very able and interesting report 
written by Mr. Wodehouse, who occu- 
pied a position in the Local Govern- 
ment Board. That report showed that 
we must not rush away with the con- 
clusion that the training of these chil- 
dren in pauper schools is always and 
invariably a failure. In that report Mr. 
Wodehouse quoted a great number of 
cases, drawn from the records of the 
Local Government Board, where boys 
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a great deal of the children in large | who had been educated in pauper schools 
barrack schools. I quite agree with the | had succeeded in obtaining a most useful 
hon. Member for Flintshire in what he | education, and had done exceedingly well 
has said in regard to this subject, and we | afterwards in whatever career they 
are all indebted to him for bringing up | had followed, either in this country or 
this question. But we must always bear in foreign countries. But, if I may speak 
in mind that barrack schools are mostly from my imperfect recollection of a report 
connected with the metropolis and certain | that:I read some years ago, he pointed 
other centres of population, such as Liver- | out in that report that there was great 
pool, Manchester, Leeds, ete. We must | difficulty in connection with the educa- 
not assume, in talking of children in| tion of the girls, and, so far as I recollect, 
barrack schools, that we are speaking | he also pointed out that the best cases 
necessarily of the whole pauper children | came from the smaller workhouse schools, 
in the country, because there are large | where a larger amount of individual care 
numbers of children who are not, and | would be given to each individual case, 
never will be, or can be, sent to these} rather than from those barrack schools, 
barrack schools. In the past there has | which have, on the whole, received, and I 
been a difficulty in dealing with these | think rightly received, the condemnation 
children in any other way. The barrack | of my hon. Friend the member for Flint, 


Mr. Lowilés, 
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and also of the Committee which so care- | and that we shall all feel that we owe a 
fully examined the whole matter some | debt of gratitude to the hon. Member for 
ears ago. But we must bear this in | Flint for having raised this question ; and 
mind: that while it is easy to condemn, | I have no doubt that year after year, in 
for unanswerable reasons, the organisa- proportion as this question continues to 
tion of these barrack schools, it is not | receive attention, we shall find that we 
equally easy to see what you are to do with have gradually removed that large class 
the enormous mass of children who are | of pauper children who are now so heavy 
congregated in these schools. They are | a tax upon our resources and upon the 
numbered by thousands. Close these | ratepayers of the country. 
schools to-morrow, and what are you} 

going to do with these children the day Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
after to-morrow? It is impossible to|N.): In the speech to which we have 
shoot them all into Canada or Australia, just listened many salient points have 
or to have their education conducted by | been touched upon, and there is no one 
a boarding-out committee. I think we | here who could not learn something 
ought to thank the right hon. Gentleman | from it. I have some knowledge of 
opposite for having appointed another |the schools to which the right hon. 
lady inspector to visit the boarding-out | Gentleman has_ referred, and, as to 





children. The appointment, I believe, 
has been very carefully made, and the 
lady appointed is, I have every reason to 
think, doing admirable work. But more 
appointments are required. Then there 
is the question of cottage homes. 
not a great distance from the city of 
Bath, which has been mentioned to-night, 
and there I am informed that the 
system of cottage homes is_ work- 
ing exceedingly well. In other cases 


we hear that some of these cottage | 
homes are falling back to the very system | 


which has been made the principal charge 
against barrack schools, viz., that you are 
simply reducing barrack schools in one 
place in order to restore them ina slightly 
modified shape in another. 


I live | 


I do not} 
commit myself to any assertion as to. 
whether this is correct or not; I only | 


| barrack schools, I think he touched pre- 
_ cisely upon the right point in saying that 
| we must be guided in our appreciation or 
condemnation of a school by the surround- 
ing circumstances My own experience 
| is that large schools are very useful when 
we get as schoolmasters men who devote 
themselves thoroughly to the work, 
whose character is a daily inspiration to 
children, and who are able to make a 
school a great moral and _ intellectual 
institution. But I think as a rule 
‘cottage homes are far better, because 


| they are smaller, and because the selection 
of a good superintendent is far easier 
than the selection of a really powerful 
man. The boarding-out system requires 
good arrangement. Although the Local 
Government Board do not select the 
managers of the barrack schools they 





mention it to show that the matter is one | certainly do select people to visit Canada 
which can only be solved by the most | to inspect the boarding-out system there 
extreme care in individual cases. The | and they generally select men who know 
conclusion I would venture to urge is|as much about Canada as they know 
that the remedy for the evils which | about Heaven. These persons have sent 
affect this large and unfortunate class of | home some extremely ridiculous reports 
pauper children who are so deserving of | In Canada everything depends upon the 
our sympathy is not to be found in any | personnel. You want first-class visitors, 
one set of cut-and-dried measures. You | because you have to overcome the objec- 
must look to boarding-out where you can | tion of the people to receive these children. 
form a suitable boarding-out committee | My experience of them is that many of 
and appoint efficient inspectors. Many | them are so “ wooden” and stupid that 
cases can be dealt with effectually by | they would far rather receive children 
emigration. Under exceptional circum-| direct from the streets than from the 
stances you may still be able to deal ordinary workhouse schools. The whole 
advantageously with the children in | matter, in my opinion, depends upon the 
schools connected with workhouses ; and personnel of the managers 


others you may deal with in those cottage | . 
homes which are, as it were, a combination | Mr. DILLON : There ean be no doubt 
| 


of school and home. I think that this | whatever that this question of the educa- 
debate will in any case have been useful, | tion of pauper children is one of the most 
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important subjects that ever came under! an excellent committee, and where the 
the consideration of this House, because | rural population was of such a character 
if we are ever in this country to make a | as to lend itself to a boarding-out system, 


serious effort to do away with the curse 
of pauperism, which I conceive to be one 
of the greatest reproaches of modern 
civiJisation, and the peculiar characteris- 
tics of which are that it seems to increase 
in proportion to the enormous increase of 
wealth, the position we must first attack 
is that of the pauper children. I take a 
very particular interest in this subject, 
because it is a burning question in Ireland, 
and because I think if we were let alone 
we are in process of teaching the people 
of this country how to deal with this 
subject. I contend that upon this 
particular question of our pauper chil- 
dren we are far ahead of this 
enormously wealthy country. The noble 
Lord towards the end of his very 
interesting speech touched upon what 


| I believe that system is a great success in 
|Scotland. There you have a class of 
/smal] homes and good living people, 
_ whose family affections are so strong that 
| they can absorb those children into their 
| own families. There are districts where 
the boarding-out system is cruel, because 
the population is not of the character 
which could bear the boarding-out of 
children, and where some other system 
| must be devised; and where that is the 
case, the proper direction to take for the 
administration of those children is the 
development of the industrial school 
system to such an extent as would absorb 
all the children, and separate them by 
a gulf from those unhappy creatures 
who must be accommodated in work- 
houses. That I believe to be practicable 








seemed to me to be one of the most | and not a difficult plan to carry out. We 
hopeful and promising methods of deal-| in Ireland were carrying it out, but we 
ing with this whole question, and that is | were accused of evading the law. Perhaps 
the substitution for the present system of | we were evading the law, but we were 
bringing up those unhappy children of | doing so in the cause of Christian charity, 
the industrial school system. I have | and with most marvellous results. We 
always held, from the time I first gave | got, no doubt, into the industrial schools 
any attention to this great problem, that | in Ireland large bodies of children who 
it is immoral, and, in fact, criminal, for | in this country, by a more strict interpre- 
any community to keep children in work- | tation of the law, would be sent to barrack 
houses who cannot under any circum-| schools or Poor Law schools. In my 
stances, or in any degree, be responsible | opinion all the children who are un- 
for the unfortunate position in which | provided for, and who are sent under the 
they are placed. It is the duty of the | present law which prevails in this country 
State to rescue them from the circum-|into poor houses, ought to be ac- 
stances in which they are brought into | commodated in industrial schools, and it 
the world, and to give them every | is because I believe, and strongly believe, 
chance of becoming honest and that it is in this direction mainly, 


self-supporting citizens. This great and 
wealthy country has failed in its duty by 
leaving those children in barrack schools 
and Poor Law schools under circum- 
stances which hamper 
struggle for existence, and they are sent 


| perhaps, not solely, that the remedy must 
|be found for this great and crying evil, 
that I have been induced to say a few 
| words in this discussion. 


Mr. CHAPLIN : 


them in the| 


iveryone will ac- 


forth at the very out-start of their young | knowledge the importance of this subject, 
lives, devoid of the spirit of self-respect. | and I have no complaint to make as to 
But even if they receive a decent educa-|the manner in which it has been 
tion in Poor Law schools, they go forth | presented to the Committee. We have 
branded with tue brand of pauperism. | necessarily had a somewhat discursive 


The noble Lord spoke of a few cases | debate, but I think I will be consulting 





which came under his own notice, of 
children taken from Poor Law schools | 
and sent to industrial schools. That | 
was where all those children should be 
sent. Ido not say we should have a 
cast - iron system. There might be| 
cases in which the children might | 
be boarded out where there would be 


Mr, Dillon, 


the convenience of the Committee if I 
reply to one or two minor points which 
have been raised, and then deal with the 
general case. The hon. Member for the 
Elland division complained of the action 
of the Local Government Board in _per- 
mitting school children to present them- 
selves on the road to Epsom to the view 
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of passers-by, and of the fact that some-;{ which I entirely agree. We have had 
times in their good nature the passers-by two or three exhaustive debates on this 
flung small coms to the children. It is subject already, and there is absolutely no 
argued that this is extremely demoralis- | difference of opinion between us. But 
ing to the children, and I have been | then the hon. Member went on to say: 
asked to use my authority to put an end | “Here are all these evils put before the 
to that proceeding. I am sorry to differ House over and over again, and practi- 
from the hon. Member, but I see nothing | cally nothing whatever has been done.” 
whatever discreditable in the proceeding. As to that I must differ from him. As I 
The children do not beg ; nothing of the have been challenged on the point, it will 
kind is permitted. All that happens is, be my duty to state as briefly as I can 
that the children assemble to watch the what really has been done with regard to 
passers-by in train and carriage going the partial adoption of the recommenda- 
down toEKpsom, and some of the passengers tions contained in the report of the 
fling pennies and sixpences to the Committee to which he has referred. As 
children, which in the course of a year soon as I succeeded to the charge of the 
amount to a not inconsiderable sum, Local Government Board, one of the first 
which is invariably expended in giving duties I undertook was to enquire into 
the children an outing at the seaside or this question, and the conclusion I came to 
elsewhere That is a proceeding which | was that the proposal in the report of the 
nothing would induce me, as Presi- Committee recommending that the charge 
dent of the Local Government Board, of the Poor Law schools in the metro- 
to prevent, even if it cost me my _ polis should be put into the hands of an 
salary. With regard to the educa- entirely new Department was one which 
tion of Poor Law children, many hon. it would be unwise and injudicious to 
Gentlemen have argued that it is adopt. I arrived also at the conclusion 
very improper, and in their opinion very that with regard to certain classes of 
undesirable, that the education of these | children—children suffering from various 
children as regards standard and teachers diseases and infirmities—it was very 
should be less in any respect than the | desirable that they should all be treated 
education given to children in public by one central authority, instead of being 
elementary schools. I am not disposed | treated in different districts ; and we pro- 
to disagree with that statement myself, ‘ceeded to take measures to do that, the 
and as far as the Local Government | central authority selected for the pur- 
Board is concerned it has done all it can pose, after a great deal of consideration, 
to meet the views expressed on that / being the Metropolitan Asylums Board. 
point. We have put ourselves in com-/| The great complaint of the hon. Member 
munication with the Education Depart-|is the barrack system. The barrack 
ment, and we have told them that weare system has grown up out of the five 
perfectly ready to hand over the inspec-| metropolitan school districts. The hon. 
tion of the education of these Poor Law | Member says we’have done nothing in this 
children to them; but difficulties have | matter. Since I have been at the Local 
arisen in connection with the subject over |Government Board, of those five districts 
which I have no control, and there the | we have dissolved two. These things are 
matter remains at present. So far as the | not to be dissolved in a moment, with all 
Local Government Board is concerned, the arrangements which they have for 
we are prepared and ready to put the in- | educating pauper children, and all the 
spection of the education of these children | moneys they have expended in building 
in the hands of the Education Depart-| and one thing and another. Considering 
ment. The hon. Member who introduced | the time that we have been at the Local 
the motion, and who moved the reduction | Government Board, it is going too far to 
of my salary—I am glad to say by an | say that we have done nothing. 
insignificant amount —commenced by | 

referring to the report of the Committee Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I do not 
which was appointed to investigate the | say that. 

whole question connected with the Poor 
Law schools of the metropolis. He dealt} Mr. CHAPLIN: The hon. Member 
at some length with the recommendations | has said over and over again “ practically 
of the Committee, and he referred to the | nothing has been done.” I will tell him 
condemnation of the barrack schools, with | what has been done. I speak of the five 
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unions of the South Metropolitan District, 
comprising the Unions of Camberwell, 
Greenwich, St. Olave’s, Stepney, and 
Woolwich. By the dissolution of that 
district 2,841 children had been provided 
for: 692 in Camberwell, 801 Green- 
wich, 670 in St. Olave’s, 326 in Stepney, 
and 352 children at Woolwich. I do not 
say that all these arrangements have 
been completed at present, but very con- 
siderable progress has been miade, as the 
Committee will perceive in a moment. 
With regard to Camberwell, we have 
sanctioned the purchase of twenty 
scattered homes, which are to contain 
fifteen children; so at once there is 
provision made for 300 children out 
of that 692. In addition to that, there is 
to be a central Cottage Home adjacent, to 
provide for 200 more. The site for this 
home has been approved by the Local 
Government Board, and it is a site having 
buildings upon it which can be adapted 
to this purpose. That provides for 500 
children, and leaves 192 still to be pro- 
vided for. Upon that subject we are in 
communication at this moment with the 
Board of Guardians as to how they -will 
provide for these. They propose to do 
that by the purchase of ten 


scattered homes, each to contain fifteen | 


children. In Greenwich we have 801 


children, and the guardians there propose | 


to buy, to begin with, six freehold houses 
for separate homes in Culvert Road, each 
house to contain ten children, and then 
they propose to purchase 65 acres of land 
for Cottage Homes. This land is situated 
at a place called Sidcup. The remainder 
is to be provided for by boarding out. 
With regard to St. Olave’s, there are 670 
children to be provided for. The 
guardians there have proposed to purchase 
sites for their accommodation, but the 
price asked for the land is so extremely 
high, £357 an acre, that we have asked 
for further explanations as to the kind of 
site, and the Board of Trade has not yet 
given its sanction for the purchase of that 
land. Then we have Stepney, with 326 
children ; they are asking now for permis- 
sion to purchase a site in Essex on which 
to provide for Cottage Homes, with 
15 in each house, and they have provided 
for the remaining 260 children by propos- 
ing to make four blocks containing 60 
children each. The purchase of this site 
has been approved by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and the plans are being 
prepared at this present moment. With 
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|regard to the merits of scattered homes, 
blocks, and cottage homes, it will be more 
‘convenient, perhaps, if I express my 
| views upon that at a later stage in the 
evening. With regard to the Union of 
Woolwich, where 352 children are to be 
provided for, the purchase of a site of 3] 
acres of land at Plumstead has been 
authorised by the Local Government 
Board, and it is proposed to accommo. 
date the children by building small 
blocks to contain 40 children each, and 
some will be provided for in detached 
homes containing fifteen each. I have 
not seen the plans of these yet, but we are 
informed that we may expect them 
almost directly. The hon. Member says 
that we have done nothing, but I think 
that he will admit at all events that some 
progress has been made for providing for 
the children in that particular Union. 
But we also have to provide for a special 
class. Five classes of children are to be 
taken charge of in future by the Metro- 
politan Asylums Board — ophthalmic 
children, 800; children suffe‘ing from 
ringworm, 400; convalescent children, 
360; children defective in intellect, 60; 
'and remand children, 273. 


more | 


Mr. FLOWER: Is that table up to 
date ? 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I believe so. Then, 
with regard to the ophthalmic children, 
| two sites have beenacquired—oneat Brent- 
| wood, in Essex, and one at Swanley, in 
| Kent—on which schools are to be built 
| for their accommodation. It is proposed 
to establish the children suffering from 
ringworm in the girls’ school at Banstead, 
| which will accommodate them extremely 
|well. This property has recently been 
acquired by the Metropolitan Asylums 
Board. In regard to convaleszents, there 
has been provided a home at Herne Bay 
'for 134, a home at Margate for 91, and 
arrangements are being made for the 
accommodation of 100 at another place. 
For children who are mentally defee- 
itive, two houses, one of which 
is at Peckham, have been provided, 
which will accommodate 20 each, and 
provision is to be made for the others; 
and for remands one house has been 
bought at Camberwell and another will 
be purchased at Hampstead which will 
accommodate 50 each. The difficulty 
which has arisen with regard to this 
{class of children is that they must be 
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within reasonable reach of the Court to | have been made with regard to the future 
which the children will have to be brought of these children, it is because a very 


back. 


That difficulty has been sur-| grave responsibility rests upon us. 


For 


mounted by an agreement between the my part, I can conceive nothing more un- 
guardians and the Metropolitan Asylums happy, or more to be commiserated, in 


Board and the police by which they will 


_regard to some poor unfortunate child 


undertake to convey them to the Court than that it should be relegated to some 
when required. The school managers of scattered home, free altogether from 


the district have agreed to sell to the 
Metropolitan Asylums_ Board _ their 
property at Sutton and Banstead, and in 
that way I think we have satisfactorily 
disposed of the state of things under 
which the barrack system flourished in the 
past. We have also provided accommoda- 
tion at other places. I come now 
to some other questions which have 
been raised in this discussion, and in 
particular to the system of “ boarding- 
out.” It is a practice I have adopted 
myself, and the Local Government Board 
have no objection to it ; on the contrary 
we have always advocated it. It has 
been pointed out that there are two great 
difficulties in connection with this ques- 
tion ; the difficulty of proper inspection 
and the difficulty of getting good foster 
parents. With regard to the first we 
have been rather blamed, but I am not 
altogether my own master in this matter, 
and when I ask for more inspectors there 
is always a fight with another portion of 
the Government. But we have an addi- 
tional staff of inspectors, and, so far as I 
am concerned, I must say that I am in 
utter ignorance as to the way in which 
these inspectors have been guilty of 
failure or neglect of duty. I believe I 
am correct in saying -that they have 
performed their duties with satisfaction 
to us. With regard to the question of 
scattered homes, the Committee will per- 
ceive, by the permission we have given 
to the district of Camberwell, that there 
is no disinclination whatever on the part 
of the Local Government Board to give 
that system a fair trial. It has been sug- 
gested by one hon. Member that it has 
been tried with complete success at 
Bedford, Bath, and Sheffield. 


Mr. FLOWER: I expressly excepted 
Sheffield. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I am sorry I did not 
hear that, because with regard to Sheffield 
we have some very unsatisfactory reports 
indeed. What I do want to impress upon 
the House is this, that if we have not been 
able to accept all the propositions that 


| 


inspection, where it might possibly be 
living unhappily, and, as often might be 
the case, where it was unkindly treated, 
and regarded solely as something out of 
which a profit ought to be made, rather 
than that the child should be brought up 
with advantage to itself. But human 
nature is human nature after all, and un- 
less these people are most carefully 
watched something of that kind is sure 
to happen ; and I think the Committee 
will understand that if the Local Govern- 
ment Board do not jump at these pro- 
posals as some hon. Members think we 
ought to do, it is because we do not want 
to relegate these poor little souls to 
homes of that kind. For my own part, after 
a very careful personal inspection of many 
of these homes, I have always regarded 
the cottage home system with great 
favour. Something has been said in the 
course of this debate about industrial 
training, and the necessity for promoting 
it amongst these children. I do not think 
there is anything which ought to be 
fostered more than that, for it is a real 
way of educating these children so as 
to give them an opportunity of making 
provision for themselves in after life. 
Industrial training is most carefully 
attended to at these cottage homes, and, 
if the hon. Gentleman had seen the actual 
results of the training at some of the 
cottage homes under the control of the 
South Metropolitan School Managers, I 
think he would be most agreeably sur- 
prised, and he would be led to form the 
opinion which I hold myself, that there 
is a great deal to be said for the system 
of keeping these children in cottage 
homes. Another question has been raised 
upon which the conduct of the Local 
Government Board has been very much 
criticised. We have been condemned in 
some quarters because we have sanctioned 
provision being made for the children who 
have been displaced by the closing of the 
South Metropolitan Schools District under 
the block system. Under that system the 
number of children under one manage- 
ment is to be limited to 300, and they are 
to be accommodated in different blocks of 
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not more than 60 ineach. I confess that, 
as a general rule, I should have preferred 
cottage homes wherever they are 
possible, although I have seen some very 
remarkable instances of success in 
connection with the block system. The 
girls school at Banstead was conducted on 
that principle, and I never saw in my life 
an establishment which filled me with 
more admiration, and which appeared to 
me to be better conducted, or ' which pro- 
duced better practical results, which is 
the very best test of the successful man- 
agement of an institution of that kind, 
There you have a number of children to 
provide for, and your great object ought 
to be to bring them up at your school so 
that they would be able to provide for 
themselves happily and comfortably in 
after life. In this institution, after the 
very closest and most careful examination 
of what was going on, I asked the lady 
manager if, when these children left her, 
she could get good places for them, and 
she replied, “I have not the slightest 
difficulty in the world ; in fact, I cannot 
keep pace with the demand ; everybody 
wants the girls from my establishment.” 
She told me that the year before last she 
had received over 1,000 applications for 
girls as servants, and she was not able to 
. supply more than 150. I want to know 
if you can have amore successful bringing 
up of Poor Law children than that? In 
the face of that fact, and also in the face 
of the statement made by the boards of 
guardians, that not only did they prefer the 
blocks, but that they also found that their 
expenditure would be very considerably 
less than it would be by the provision of 
cottage homes, I came to the conclusion 
that I should have no right, and should 
not be justified, in forcing upon them my 
own particular view in the face of all they 
had said to me, and in the face of such 
results as I have described which had 
followed as a result of the block system. 
But there is also this to be said—that I 
might have had very considerable diffi- 
culty in enforcing my views upon them if 
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| soon that will be it is not in my power to 
say, but I may tell the hon. Member this 
/—that I never lose an opportunity of 
| pressing upon all parties concerned the 
necessity of providing for this new 
accommodation at as early a date as 
possible. With regard to emigration, | 
may say that the Local Government 
Board do all in their power to further that 
system, and we never refuse our assist- 
ance to an application for emigration from 
‘any board of guardians in the country 
| unless it be under circumstances which we 
| think might be dangerous or injurious to 
the child. We are, however, obliged to 
| insist upon a certain condition with 
| regard to inspection up to the age of 16, 
/and we insist that there should be an 
/inspection every year. The Canadian 
Government have objected to the cost of 
this, which, in consequence, falls upon the 
guardians, and probably it is owing to 
'this—to my great regret—-that emigra- 
tion to Canada has fallen off in number 
during the last year. Still, in my judg- 
ment, that is far better than that the 
‘children should go out to Canada as 
/emigrants to be taken into service in 
distant parts of the Dominion without 
due safeguards, and every word that I 
/use with regard to children and their 
| dangerous position in scattered homes 
| tells with: ten times greater force with 
regard to children emigrating to Canada. 
| I think, to the best of my ability, I have 
dealt with all the various questions which 
have been raised—or certainly with most 
of them—in the course of the debate 
/upon this question, andI can only assure 
| the Committee that this subject which we 
have been engaged in discussing this 
afternoon is not only one of which I recog- 
| nise the extreme importance, but, as has 
| been pointed out by the noble Lord, it 
|is one in which I take a deep personal 
interest myself. I can also assure 
|hon. Gentlemen that, so far as it rests 
| with me, nothing shall be wanting on my 
part to secure the better education and 
the welfare of these children. There are 





they had rejected them. It is quite true two matters which had almost escaped 
that I could have refused my sanction to |my memory—one was with regard to the 
any plans or proposals to which I/| question of vagrant children. Perhaps I 
objected, but the result of that would | may remind the Committee that my hon. 
have been to have brought us to an abso-| friend the Member for Bradford, with 
lute deadlock. The hon. Member for | the full knowledge and support of the 
Bradford has asked me when the Sutton! Local Government Board, introduced a 
schools will be closed. In reply, I may | Bill on this subject last year which would 
say that they will be closed as soon as the, have had a very considerable effect 
new accommodation: is provided. How | upon this question. It was, unfortunately, 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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stopped by the action of the hon. 
Gentleman opposite, the Member for 
Bethnal Green, but the Government, if 
it is possible to find time, will introduce 
a Bill on that subject which will no doubt 
be founded upon the Bill of the hon. 
Member, and I hope it may have some 
considerable effect in enabling us to solve 
that question. There is one other matter 
which, for the moment, escaped my 
memory, and that is the question raised 
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Local Government Board. I should like to 
know whether the right hon. Gentleman 
is now prepared to take some. steps to put 
into operation the clause of the Local 
Government Act of 1888 which em- 


| powers him to delegate certain functions 


by my hon. friend the Member for | 


Derby, who spoke of the great 
vantages of the training which is to 


be enjoyed by Poor Law children on | 
| himself to cunsider the arrears of work. 


the training-ship “Exmouth.” With 
that I entirely agree, and 1 doubt very 
much if among all the different forms of 
education for Poor Law children there is 
one which is more successful than the 
education given upon that ship. It per- 
forms a double purpose. 
naval nation, and our supremacy through- 


We are a great | 


ad- | 


of his Board to the county councils. 
This question has been very carefully 
considered by the county councils in- 
dividually and by the County Councils 
Association, and the latter body has 
drafted a scheme and submitted it to the 
Local Government Board. That scheme 
has been considered by a Committee 
appointed by the right hon. Gentleman 


The Local Government Board has, year 
by year, had an increasing amount of 
work cast upon it by legislation, and, to 
show the importance of this matter, the 
scheme of the County Councils Associa- 
tion proposes to delegate something 
like 112 powers, mostly exceedingly 


out the world in every quarter of the | trivial, to the county councils. These 


globe depends upon our Navy, and our 


| 


powers include the question of altering 


Navy depends upon our having a sufficient | the boundaries of parishes, of fixing the 


number of seamen. Therefore, when our 
Poor Law children are sent, as they are 


| 
| 
| 


at the present moment, on training ships, | 


a double purpose is fulfilled. Children 
are brought up there more happily, more 
healthily, and under circumstances more 
desirable perhaps than any other system 
of Poor Law education; while, at the 
same time, it trains a race of sailors who 
may be most useful to their country in 
after life. My hon. friend appeals to me 


todo my utmost to extend that system. | neglected. 


That is my desire, and it is also my | 
intention, and I hope no distant time may 
elapse before we may have, not one, but 
many ships performing a similar duty and 
working under similar conditions. I 
thank the Committee for allowing me to 
dwell at so much length upon this 
question, which was so 
debated upon a former occasion, and I | 
hope that, to the best of my ability, I | 
have dealt with nearly all the questions | 
put before me. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg to ask 
leave to withdraw my motion for the 
reduction of the Vote. 





Motion by leave withdrawn, 
Original question again proposed. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon &c.): 
I wish to call attention to a question 





exhaustively |: 


names of district councils, and of de- 
ciding on the tolls and dates of fairs, and 
similar small matters. I think all these 
powers could very well be delegated to 
the county councils. Boundary questions, 


| for instance, take up a lot of the time of 


the Local Government Board, and as the 
chiefs of the staff find it quite impossible 
to give attention to insignificant little 
matters of purely local moment, although 


| of importance to the parish, they are 


The departmental committee 
proposed to meet the difficulty of coping 
with the work by increasing the clerical 
staff. That, I suggest, is not the way to 
deal with it, for in that case the duties 
would be left in the hands of inex- 
perienced persons, who would be unable 
to grasp those principles which make 
efficient administrators of local affairs. 
Seeing that this Act was passed eleven 
years ago, is it not time that something 
was done in this matter? I know it is 


| very difficult to persuade a Department to 


rid itself of any portion of its work. But 
is not this rather a matter for a Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons than 
for a departmental committee? May 
I suggest to the right hon. Gentle- 
man that & Parliamentary Committee 


might be appointed with a view 
to developing some scheme for put- 
ting this clause into operation. Again, 


which I have already pressed on the | I may suggest that if, in parts of England, 
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there are difficulties in the way, owing to 
the position of non-county boroughs, the 
experiment might well be tried in other 


parts where such difficulties are non- 
existent. Wales certainly offers such a 
field. Welsh county councils are practi- 


cally unanimous in desiring the proposed 
change, and if the experiment were tried 
there and proved successful, then it could 
be extended to the rest of the country. 
As to the case of non-county boroughs, I 
don’t know whether there is any real 
difficulty beyond that raised by the 
official element—by, for instance, the 
town clerks. I think that if it were left 
to the county councils themselves they 
would promptly give effect to the clause. 


*Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN (Kent, 
Tunbridge): I wish to call attention to 
a matter which has excited a good 
deal of interest in the country. It is 
one concerning the administration of the 
Poor Law, and it affects the question of 
adequate religious ministration in work- 
houses. There can be no doubt there 
has been a determined attempt to prevent 
the appointment of workhouse chaplains, 
and in consequence a large number of 
the inmates of our unions are deprived of 
the proper means of spiritual support and 
help. { complain, first, of the failure of 
boards of guardians in a great many 
unions to appoint chaplains ; and, secondly, 
of the failure of the Local Government 
Board to carry out the law on this point. 
I may remind the Committee that by the 
Poor Law Act, 1834, the Poor Law Com- 
missioners, whose successors are the Local 
Government Board, were empowered to 
appoint paid officers, and these were 
defined to include clergymen. The Act 
did not lay it down definitely that a 
clergyman or chaplain should be appointed 
in every case, but four years after it was 
passed the Poor Law Commissioners 
issued a circular in which they said it was 
the duty of boards of guardians to appoint 
chaplains in every case. They said, in 
effect, the Commissioners think such an 
appointment is in all cases necessary : 
first of all for the superintending of the 
moral and religious state of the inmates 
generally ; secondly, for the direction of 
the religious instruction of the children ; 
and thirdly, for the administration of 
spiritual counsel to the aged, infirm, and 
sick. In the year 1847 the Poor Law Board 
issued a general order that no chaplain, 
whenever a vacancy occurred, was to be 
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appointed without the consent of the 
Bishop. Therefore it is established that 
under the existing law it is the duty of 
every board of guardians to appoint a 
chaplain for every workhouse. It is very 
important that that should be done to 
provide for the spiritual health and com- 
fort of these poor people. That has been 
the law ever since the Act of 1834 was 
passed ; but, as a matter of fact, the law 
is constantly evaded. I find from the 
Poor Law Report of last year that there 
are 650 unions, with 674 workhouses ; 
but there are only 571 chaplains, and 
therefore it is clear that there are over a 
hnndred workhouses without any chaplain 
at all. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : 


include voluntary chaplains ? 


*Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN : I am 
speaking of the paid- and regularly ap- 
pointed chaplains. In Lancashire there 
are ten workhouses out of twenty-three 
without chaplains, in the West Riding of 
Yorkshire twenty-one out of thirty-five, and 
in Cornwall out ofthirteen unions there isno 
chaplain at all. I can appreciate the point 
of the hon, Member opposite that there 
are volunteer chaplains or other means by 
which spiritual ministrations may he 
given to the paupers ; but I submit that 
that is not a proper fulfilling of the spiri- 
tual work of the workhouses. A clergy- 
man should be duly appointed to devote 
his whole time to the work, and if that is 
not done the law is evaded. I go further and 
say that there are several instances where 
no provision whatever has been made for 
religious ministrations in the workhouses. 
Take, for instance, the case of Notting- 
ham, where there was no chaplain for ten 
months, and the inspector complained that 
the inmates were dying without any reli- 
gious ministration at all. In the following 
year the master of the workhouse made a 
similar complaint ; and no provision from 
that day to this has ever been made for 
the inmates of that workhouse who belong 
to the Church of England, although they 
It is true that a 
clergyman from a_ neighbouring parish 
has been allowed to come in at 
four o'clock on Sunday afternoon to 
give religious ministration, but that is the 
hour when able-bodied inmates go out for 
exercise. What has happened in the case 
of the Nottingham Union has happened 
in many other cases. I do not wish to 
“ae this matter in any sectional spirit ; 


Does that 
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but I say that, owing to the failure of the 

iardians to appoint chaplains, and the 
failure of the Local Government Board to 
carry out the law, we are running a very 
great risk that in these workhouses no 
adequate or proper religious ministra- 
tions are provided at all. Moreover, 
in a considerable number of cases 
boards of guardians have made direct 
infractions of the law. At Nottingham, 
for instance, instead of a clergyman of the 
Church of England, a Dissenting layman 
was appointed. 


{2 JUNE 1899} 


No doubt every provi-, 


sion is made to secure religious liberty, | 


but the law contemplates the appoint- 
ment of a chaplain of the Church of 


England, and ministers of all denomina-, 


tions are quite properly allowed to visit 
the workhouses. 


An HON. MEMBER: On the cheap. 
*Mr. GRIFFITH-BOSCAWEN : By 


the rules of the Poor Law Board minis- 
ters of all religious denominations are 
allowed to go into the workhouses to give 
ministrations to the members of their 
own creed and to instruct the children ; 
but what I am complaining of is that 
in a great many cases the boards of 
guardians have made _ special provision 
for various religious bodies, and have 
directly excluded all provision for the 
members of the Church of England. I 
will take the case of Abergavenny, in 
the county of Monmouth. Here a clergy- 
man of the Church of England applied to 
have the right to come into the work- 
house, without any remuneration, to have 
service on Sunday, and Holy Com- 
munion on Easter Day, but he was 
not allowed to do so unless he would 
consent to join in a rota with other 
ministers of different creeds, At the 
same time when a Roman Catholic priest 
made a similar application he was allowed 
todo so. I ask why these religious dis- 
abilities are placed on the members of the 
Church of England, who are in the vast 
majority, when special privileges are 
given to the ministers of other creeds. 
I say that it is the duty of the Local 
Government Board to make inquiry, and 
if the law is broken to see, at all events, 
that no further disability is placed on the 
ministers of the Church of England. 
Let me give another case. It has been dis- 
tinctly laid down that ministers of various 
creeds may go into workhouses and give 
ministration to those who belong to their 
creed. Nobody is compelled to attend any 
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service which is not of his particular 
denomination. But there are various 
cases where the children of Church of 
England parents in workhouses have been 
compelled to go to what are called unde- 
nominational services. In South Shields, 
for instance, all the children have been 
compelled to attend the service of a body 
called the Sunday School Union—an un- 
denominational body. The matter was 
brought before the Local Government 
Board, and that Board rather characteris- 
tically stated that they hoped the Church- 
men interested would not press the 
case. The case was pressed, and the 
Board wrote a letter in which it was 
stated that there was no evidence that 
the children were compelled to attend a 


religious service not of their own creed, 


because, they said, the service was not 
religious. A similar case occurred at St. 
Asaph, where the children were compelled 
to attend an undenomonational service. 
There the Local Government Board took 
a very different line, and wrote a letter 
in which they laid it down that even 
although the service might be called 
undenominational, if it was given by any 
minister of any denomination it would be 
regarded as a service of that denomination, 
and that therefore the opinior of the Board 
was that the action of the Board of Guardians 
was not in accordance with the intention 
of the Act. I ask, Is it fair to Church of 
England parents that their children should 
be compelled to be sent to services to 
which they do not give their assent? I 
will give another instance. At St. Albans 
all the children in the workhouse have 
been compelled to attend Dissenting ser- 
vices in the Union chapel. The Local 
Government Board in this case acted with 
greater bravery, and ordered that the 
children who were on the Church of! Eng- 
land register should not be compelled to 
attend the service. The Board of Guar- 
dians, however, refused to carry out the 
order of the Local Government Board, 
although only one of the children was a 
Dissenter, all the rest belonging to the 
Church of England. I do not want to 
deal with this matter in any narrow or 
bigoted spirit, but I say we are running 
great danger. We are running very 
great danger of two  things—first, 
of compelling the children of Church 
of England parents, contrary to all 
their principles of religious liberty, to 
attend services which are disapproved of 
by the parents, and, secondly, by the 
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in many cases, no sufficient religious 
instruction for these inmates. I venture 
to think this is a matter which demands 


the prompt attention of the Local Govern- | 


ment Board. Not only is it the law that 
there should be chaplains appointed in 
workhouses, but it is also the law that 
there should be chaplains appointed in 
prisons for convicts. In the case of work- 
houses the matter is left to the board of 
guardians and the Local Government 
Board. In the case of prisons it is left to 
the Home Office. I have shown that in 
the case of workhouses the law is rarely 
carried out at all, and the conditions 
under which chaplains have to work are 
often unsatisfactory. Every single prison 
is provided for, whereas a great number 
of workhouses are not provided for at all. 
I venture to think that the results which 
have been obtained, and obtained quietly, 
without any sectional animosity, in our 
prison and convict establishments ought 
to be obtained also in the workhouses. 


Motion made, and Question proposed : 


‘* That Item A (Salaries), be reduced by £150, 
in respect of the Salary of the President: of 


{COMMONS} 


failure to appoint chaplains, of providing, | Order 


| 
| 


| 
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was presented by the Local 
Government Board, and laid on the table 
of this House, proposing to carry out the 
terms of the clause in question, and it 
was referred to that Committee, which, if 
I recollect rightly, was presided over by 
Mr. Stansfeld, who had been President of 


‘the Local Government Board, and_pos- 


sessed a knowledge of local government 
law second to no man in the country. <A 
strong opposition had just begun to show 
itself for the first time, and the Govern- 
ment thought it wise to withdraw the 
Provisional Order. Subsequently the 
County Councils Association, hoping that 
these passions—if I may call them so— 
would subside, brought forward a very 
carefully prepared scheme. Communica- 
tions followed between the Local Govern- 
ment Board and the County Councils 
Association and the association represent- 
ing non-county boroughs, and the result 


/was the appointment of a Departmental 


' Committee. 


the Local Government Board.”—(Mr Griffith: | 


Boscawen.) 

Lorp E. FITZMAURICE: I do not 
desire to follow my hon. friend on the 
opposite side of the House into the 
various questions of detail with regard to 
the appointment of chaplains which he 
has raised, because each turns upon the 
particular facts of the case which are 
known to him; but I am anxious to say 
something with regard to the very im- 
portant matter which was raised by my 
friend the Member for Carnarvon 
Boroughs—I mean in regard to the various 
proposals which have been made from time 
to time to try and carry out the clause of 
the Local Government Act of 1888, which 
proposed to delegate a 
amount of the powers of the Local 
Government Board, in matters of detail, 
to the county councils. 
no doubt that that proposal at the time 
excited a very wide feeling of interest in 
the country. 
interest it excited on this side of the 
House. I was not a Member at the time 


that this Bill passed into law, but I know | 


considerable 


There, I regret to say, these 
difficulties again arose. They were found 
not to have diminished by time, but, on the 
contrary, to have increased, because a 
considerable number of Acts of Parlia- 
ment were passed conferring fresh powers 
on the county councils, and with regard 
to nearly all of these matters ques- 
tions of  difference—greater or less, 
according to circumstances—arose _ be- 
tween the county councils and __ the 
non-county boroughs, and in nearly all 
those cases, I regret to say, those differ- 
ences have continued, and hardly in one 
of them has a satisfactory settlement been 
arrived at. The Committee was presided 
over by Sir John Hibbert, for many years 
a Member of this House, and Secretary to 
the Local Government Board on one occa- 
sion, and Secretary to the Treasury on 
another ; and if there was one man in the 
country who could have brought these 
difficulties to a satisfactory termination 
Sir John Hibbert was that man. But his 


efforts, and the efforts of the Committee 


There can be | 


I recollect very well the | 


over which he presided, were entirely in- 
effective; and the result is that the 
matter remains exactly where it did. 
My hon. friend has made a suggestion, 
which may be a practicable one. He says 
that in Wales these differences between 
the county councils and the non-county 


there was no portion of the Bill which | boroughs are not so acute as they are, un- 
excited so great an amount of interest as | fortunately, in England, and possibly a 
that clause. The year after it became law, | delegation of powers might be made to a 
a Committee of this House was appointed | particular county or group of counties in 
to examine the question, and a Provisional the hope that conviction might be carried 


Mr. Griffith-Boscawen. 
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to the minds of the non-county boroughs. 
I believe that the suspicions of the non- 
county boroughs are founded upon 
nothing, and are really matters of preju- 
dice. Suspicions are excited, articles are 
written in local newspapers, an ancient 
borough is assured that the county 
council desires to control its 
ties, when really no such idea is enter- 
tained. However unreasonable all these 
suspicions, there they are, and they are a 
most serious matter. I am not going to 
complain of the action of the Local 
Government Board, knowing as I do these 
difficulties, because hitherto they have 
failed to solve this exceedingly difficult 
problem, and here I must add that there 
is another difficulty which has not yet 
been mentioned. The Local Government 
Board, Sir John Hibbert stated only yes- 
terday at a meeting of the County 
Councils Association, was rather inclined 


to intimate to the county councils that as_ 


liber- | 
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‘national service. Although there are 600 
| inmates, the Guardians refuse to appoint 
|and pay a chaplain, and there is no 
/Church of England service on Sundays. 
_According to the South Shields Daily 
| Gazette, at the undenominational service 
| for the children— 

“No religious teaching is introduced, no 
child is compelled to attend . no 
creed or dogma or religious teaching of any 
| kind is placed before the children at these 
| meetings.” 
| I suppose some persons who have studied 
this question will look upon this state of 
| things as a judgment upon the Church of 

England for what, no doubt, was a grie- 
| vous mistake on her part in former days, 
| When she denied to others the liber- 
ties which she herself enjoyed. The 
| conditions have remarkably changed now, 
‘but I do not see that that is any reason 

for acquiescing in what must be acknow- 
| ledged to be an act of real injustice. It 
seems that now members of the Church 





several of these questions were sanitary of England in workhouses are the only 
matters, the fact that such a very small | people who do not receive religious minis- 
number of the county councils of England | trations from chaplains of their denomina- 
had appointed medical officers of health | tion. Members of the Church of England 
was one reason why the Local Govern-| will not be satisfied until the religious 
ment Board might well hesitate to confer | grievance as to chaplains is removed, and 
large powers in regard to sanitary matters. | if not removed by the action of the Local 
The county councils have the remedy in| Government Board other steps must be 





regard to that matter in their own hands. | 
Ihave in my own county quite recently | 
had to fight this question of the appoint- | 
ment of a medical officer of health, and it | 
has been zarried to a successful issue. If 
the county councils wish to put them- | 
selves right with the public they shonld | 
appoint medical officers of health, and | 
thereby deprive non-county boroughs of | 
one solid argument which they have made | 
against the delegation of these powers by 
the Local Government Board. | 


Mr. J.G. TALBOT (Oxford University): 
I wish to emphasise in a very few words | 
the complaint which my hon. friend the | 
Member for Tonbridge has made as to | 
the treatment of some of the poorer 4 
habitants of the country who are obliged | 
to end their days in workhouses. It is a | 
strange thing that, after having success- 
fully laboured for many years to remove 
religious disabilities, we should have 
arrived at a time when religious disabili- 
ties are imposed on one denomination 
only, viz. the Church of England. I 
will illustrate what I mean by the case 
of South Shields. In the South Shields 
Union, all the children (including Church 





of England children) attend an undenomi- 


taken. 

Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I regret very much that the 
shadow of religious controversy which 
falls upon these subjects has manifested 
itself in the discussion upon the ques- 
tion of the administration of the poor 
law schools in this House this evening. 
My desire is to emphasise the im- 
portance of the question which has been 
raised by my hon. friend. It seems to 
me that the Committee does not sufti- 
ciently realise the position of the Local 
Government Board in this matter and the 
work it performs. The hon. Gentle 
man opposite said the amount of arrears 
was simply appalling. Reference has 
been made to the Departmental Com- 
mittee of 1896, which issued two reports, 
one in 1897 and one in June last year. I 
do not want to weary the Committee with 
many statistics, but I would just lay 
before them one or two striking figures 
bearing on the subject. The report of 
the Committee referred to the enormous 
extent in which the work had increased 
during the two or three years mentioned. 
In 1895 the department received and 
registered 119,000 letters, and in 1896 
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the amount was 168,000. 
mittee also pointed out that the number 
of enquiries had increased in 1896 to 
double the amount it was in 1885. In 
1885 there were 2,000,000 inquiries, in 
1896 6,000,000. All these figures prove 
that the work in all departments during 
the last ten or fifteen years has more than 
doubled itself. It was pointed out that 
the arrears were greatest in the Public 
Health Department, and that at the end 
of 1896 there there were more than 100 
cases awaiting enquiry, cases unallotted 
to the inspectors. The Committee recom- | 
mended a reorganisation of the staff, and 
went on to say that it would cost a great 
deal of money, but that they thought that 
if the country obtained prompt attention 
to the work it would not grudge the extra 
amount. I doubt whether any reorgani- 
sation will effectually cope with the 
largely increased duties. The second 
report, June, 1898, referred to the more 
important question of the devolution 
of powers on the county councils, I 
hardly think the reason given by the 
Committee when they say they cannot 
recommend any scheme is a sufficient one. 
They point to the fact that the Pro- 
visional Order Bill of 1889 was dis- 
cussed by the Committee upstairs, and 
was opposed by the opinion of the 
parties generally, and that they think 
this opposition has not abated, but that 
there still continues a certain amount of 
opposition to the devolution of these 
powers to the county councils. There 
are, at all events, three different circum- 
stances which give to Wales a strong case 
to have these powers tried within its 
boroughs. First of all, all the Welsh 
county councils have asked for a devolu- 
tion of the powers ; secondly, the Welsh 
county councils have had considerable 
experience of this Act; thirdly, the cir- 
cumstances of Wales are different in many 
respects to those of the rest of the 
country generally, and there isnodoubt the 
country is ripe for this devolution. In 
conclusion, I will simply remind the Com- 
mittee of a few words used by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wolver- | 
hampton in the debate on this question last | 
year. He said 


“Devolution is one of the first questions | 
which ought to engage the attention of the | 
Loeal Government Board, but I do not think | 
a Departmental Committee is the best tribunal , 
to which it could be referred, but that it should | 
be referred to a Committee of the whole 
House.” 


Mr. Herbert Roberts. 


{COMMONS} 
The Com- | 


for want of additional powers. 


‘The Bill 
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I think it is a great pity such a valuable 
instruction should be allowed to rust 
I am glad 
to express my appreciation of the sympa- 
thetic reply given on this question by the 
right hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Local Government Board last year and to- 
night. I trust that during the last twelve 


‘months he has had time and oppor- 


tunity to acquire further information as 
to the desirability of making this transfer 
of powers to the county councils, and that 
he will to-night be able to give us a state- 
ment to that effect. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: I served 
upon the Departmental Committee 
to which reference has been made, 


and that is the reason why I have been 
asked to reply to the observations made 
by my hon. friend on the other side. 
My hon. friend said he thought that a 
Departmental Committee was not the 
proper method by which to consider this 
question, and he suggested that a Com- 
mittee of the whole House of Commons 
would have done the work better. I 
wish to point out to him that he has had 
both a Departmental Committee and a 
Committee of the House of Commons. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE: The Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons con- 
sidered a special scheme. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL : The first thing 
that I wish to impress on the Committee 


|is that so far as the Local Government 


Board is concerned it has been in complete 
sympathy with the county councils. 
Everybody knows how we are overbur- 
dened with work, and no one knowing 
anything about the Local Government 
Board, and feeling the pressure there, 
could fail to have great sympathy 
with the proposal to transfer work to 
county councils or to any other body 
capable of dealing with it. In less than 
a year after the passing of the Act of 


| 1888 a Provisional Order was made not 


only for the transference of work from 


ithe Local Government Board to the 


County Council, but also work from the 
Board of Trade and the Home Office. 
for the confirmation of the 
Order, after second reading, went up- 
stairs to a Select Committee, who 
heard evidence upon the subject, but that 
Bill was so bitterly opposed that the Com- 
mittee came to the conclusion and re- 
ported that in their opinion it opened up 
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uestions which were beyond their power, 
and that the Bill must be abandoned. 
The real difficulty which the Committee 
had to consider was the bitter hostility of 
the non-county boroughs to any transfer 
of powers to the county councils. The 
Departmental Committee was appointed 
originally to inquire into the organisa- 
tion of the Local Government Board, and 
it was only after they had been sitting 
for some time that the reference to them 
was extended so as to include this question 
of devolution. The Committee then took 
into consideration the question as to how 
far it was possible to devolve on county 
councils certain duties discharged by the 
Local Government Board. A scheme was 
submitted, and we examined witnesses 
from the County Councils’ Association, 
from non county boroughs, and from urban 
districts, some of the latter having popu- 
lations greater than many _ boroughs. 
The Committee found from the outset 
that instead of this feeling of hostility on 
the part of non-county boroughs having 
disappeared, if anything, it had become 
intensified in the interim. Sir John 
Hibbert then suggested as a compromise, 
and the Committee were prepared to 
recommend that the non-county boroughs 
should be at liberty to elect between the 
Local GovernmentBoard and the county 
councils. The witnesses would not listen 
even to that mild proposal, and speaking 
for 110 non-county boroughs and a large 
number of urban districts they told the 
Committee that they would prefer to be 
under the central authority rather than 
the county councils. It is not too much 
to say that every member of the Depart- 
mental Committee looked with favour on 
the principle of transfer, but in face of 
the hostility of the witnesses they 
were driven to the conclusion that it 
would be unwise to proceed further. The 
Committee were impressed all through 
with the idea that they were not ap- 
pointed originally to deal with the 
question. In their report they state— 
“Having carefully considered the whole 
question, we have come to the conclusion that 
the opposition which prevented the passage of 
the Bill has in no way abated, and the hostility 
of non-county boroughs and urban councils to 
the transfer of powers to thecounty councils,and 
their preference for the central authority was 
declared by the witnesses examined more 
strongly even than in 1889.” 
The Department then set itself to find 
what business it could reasonably divest 


itself of without legislation, and only | 
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| to-day I revised an order about to be 


| issued by the Local Government Board, 
handing over to boards of guardians and 
other authorities entire control of no less 
than 6,000 appointments. So far as we 
could we have carried out the intention of 
the Committee, and it was not the 
fault of the Committee or of the Local 
Government Board that the question of 
transfer was not more favourably con- 
sidered. As to the proposal that devolu- 
tion should be tried with Welsh County 
councils only, we have been advised that 
under section 10 any transfer which took 
place must be general to the whole of the 
county councils in England and Wales. 
With regard to the reorganisation of the 
staff, some rather hard words had been 
said about the Treasury, but I am glad to 
say, so far as the recommendations of the 
Departmental Committee were concerned, 
they were all accepted at once by the 
Treasury, and the Local Government 
Board got all the Committee recom- 
mended. Very great changes have taken 
place since then. The staff of engineers 
has been largely increased, and the num- 
ber of auditors has also been increased, 
and although I am not able to say that 
the whole of the arrears have been cleared 
off, the most of them have gone, and the 
Department is now in a fairly workable 
condition, and the delay solong complained 
of has practically ceased to exist. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Two speeches have 
been delivered by the hon. Members for 
Oxford and Tunbridge, to which I am 
bound in duty to make a reply. I make 
no complaint that they have raised the 
question they did, because I am sure we 
are all animated by the most sincere desire 
for the religious welfare of the inmates of 
our workhouses, and that the Church of 
England should certainly not be placed 
under any special disability in regard to 
the holding of services in workhouses. I 
rannot, however, go as far as my 
right hon. friend the Member for 
Oxford University, who said that the 
time was now near when the Church of 
England would be the only denomination 
whose religious ceremonies were excluded 
from workhouses. Nor is that borne out 
by the statement made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Tunbridge, who pointed out that 
out of 670 workhouses over 500 have 
chaplains of their own. The hon. Mem- 
ber gave a number of cases in support of 
his views, including that of Nottingham, 
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which occurred as long ago as 1882, but 
I am nct in a position to-night to deal 
with the details he has raised. The regu- 
lations cited by the hon. Member are 
true, but they have never been enforced 
by legal process since 1887. The 
remedy of the Local Government Board 
is by mandamus or by appointing a 
chaplain ourselves, but it has not been 
necessary to do so. What happens in 
the great majority of cases where there 
is no chaplain is that either the Church 
service is performed voluntarily by the 
vicar of the parish or a neighbouring 
clergyman, or the inmates have full 
permission to leave the workhouse to 
attend divine service. My hon. friend 
asks me to enforce the appointment of a 
chaplain in every case ; but what I have 
sought to do myself has been to secure 
the performance of divine service by other 
means rather than by a harsh enforcement 
of the law, which I cannot help thinking, 
especially in districts largely peopled by 
Nonconformists, would give rise to bitter 
religious animosity. Generally, I think 
since I have been responsible my efforts 
have been attended with not altogether 
unfavourable results. I have, as a matter 
of fact, two or three cases in hand at the 
present moment, but I have every hope 
that I shall succeed in bringing them 
shortly to a satisfactory determination. 
In any event I can assure my hon. friends 
that I warmly sympathise with them 
when they say that the Church of England 
ought not to be placed under any special 
disability. There is no 
opinion on that point, and they may be 
assured that [ shall resist by every means 
in my power any attempt in that 
direction. 

* Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye) : 


I desire to ask the right hon. Gentleman 
a question somewhat similar to a question 


which has been already discussed. I have , 
no doubt that the work imposed at pre- | 


sent on the Local Government Board is 
practically overwhelming. There are two 
remedies. One is that the Department 
should no longer be overworked and 
undermanned, and the other is that there 
should be a certain devolution on the lines 
suggested by two Committees. It might 
be asked also whether there is not a cer- 
tain amount of work now being done by 
the Board which might well be abolished. 
One instance occurred in my own consti- 
tuency within the last three years in 
Mr, Chaplin. 
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which the Local Government Board 
undertook certain work which involved 
the local expenditure of money which 
occupied a very considerable amount of 
time, and was really unnecessary. A 
parish sought an extension of its boun- 
daries, and wanted £400 to enable it to 
purchase additional land for a_ burial 
ground, and the Parish Council passed a 
resolution to that effect. The parish gave 
its assent, and the matter was brought 
before the County Council. Then in a few 
months an inspector was sent down by 
the Home Office. The Local Govern- 
/ment Board thought it necessary to send 
| a second inspector in addition to the one 
/sent by the Home Office. When you 
| have two Departments like the Local 
| Government Board and the Home Office 
| almost in the same building, surely it is pos- 
| sible for some communication to take place 
between them, and some arrangement 
made by which one of them might have 
sent down. The effect of that course not 
being pursued was that the parish had to 
| bear the cost of both inquiries. It was 
not a large parish, but there were two 
inquiries, one of which was wholly un- 
necessary, and which might have been 
avoided by a little judicious management. 
Upon a former occasion I called the atten- 
| tion of the President of the Local Govern- 
| ment Board to this matter, and he made 
'a sort of half-promise that the question 
should be looked into. A similar case 
occurred in the county of Norfolk, and in 
other counties similar occurrences have 
taken place. What I wish to know is 
‘whether some arrangement cannot be 
made for cases of this kind, and whether 
one inspector cannot be sent down on 
_ behalf of both Departments. 

| 

| *CoroneL MILWARD (Warwick, Strat: 
| ford-upon-Avon) : Iam very much obliged 
to the hon. Member who has just sat down, 
because the question he has raised was the 
very point I wished to call attention to. | 
| have been particularly requested to bring 
| this question before the House because a 
vast number of really unnecessary in- 
quiries take place by the officers of the 
Local Government Board. I asked for 
a Return showing how many inquiries 
had taken place, but the Assistant- 
Secretary informed me that the Local 
Government Board had at present more 
important things to attend to than to 
satisfy me in that direction. In every 
measure passed by this House dealing with 
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county, parish, and district councils we 
only throw more absolute power into the 
hands of the Local Government Board and 
its inspectors. The particular cases I wish 
to allude to oceurred in Warwickshire, and 
one of them was the provision of sewerage 
and water for a small parish, Alveston, 
containing about 1,000 inhabitants. In 
this case no less than five inquiries were 
held by inspectors, and four of those in- 
quiries were held by different inspectors. 
Most people would think that when a par- 


ticular inspector goes to one place the same | 


inspector should be sent there again, but 
in this case out of five inquiries four of 
them were held by different inspectors. 
In another case, ina still smaller village of 
some 200 or 300 inhabitants, the necessity 


arose for a supply of water to the priest's | 
house and to the Roman Catholic school. | 
Now this water supply could have been | 
obtained by an expenditure of about | 
| fication, 


£20, and in this case I believe two in- 
quiries were held. 
constant inspections and inquiries held by 
the Local Government Board, but we all 
know that the county councils are almost 


daily holding inquiries all over the king- | 


dom, and scarcely a single meeting passes 
at the County Council with which I am 
connected without two or three inquiries 
being ordered. Surely it is possible to 
classify these inquiries. No doubt the 
President of the Local Government Board 
will say that they are statutory inquiries, 
but it ought to be possible to classify the 
inquiries and to hold many of them 
in one centre. I only hope, now that 
attention has been called to the fact that 
small localities are put to considerable ex- 
pense by the holding of these inquiries 
into perfectly trivial matters, that some- 
thing will he done to throw the expense 
of them upon those persons who insist 
upon holding them, if they are unable to 
prove their case. At all events steps 
should be taken to have the inquiries less 
frequently, and less inspectors should be 
employed by the Local Government 
Board, who are constantly travelling about 
the country to hold the statutory in- 
quiries. ‘ 


Mr. CHAPLIN: In reply to the hon. 
Gentleman opposite with regard to the 
cases in which double inquiries are held 
by the Home Office 
Government Board, I may say that this 


Not only are these | 


and the Local | 
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| Home Office with a view to putting an 
{end to that state of things as far as pos- 


sible, and [ believe my right hon. friend 
contemplates introducing a Bill on the 
subject which will enable us to avoid 
these double inquiries taking place. With 
regard to what has been said by my hon. 
friend the Member for Stratford-upon- 
Avon, the Local Government Board have 
quite recently issued a minute, which is 
intended to limit the number of inquiries 
made by the Local Government Board as 
much as possible. I agree with the hon. 
Member that inquiries have been held 
occasionally in cases where they were not 
necessary, but in most of these cases we 
have not altogether had a free hand, 
because in a number of instances we are 
compelled by statute to hold these in- 
quiries, and we have no option whatever. 
The hon. Gentleman thinks the difficulty 
might be got over by what he calls classi- 
and by making a number 
of the inquiries by one inspector from 
one centre. That expedient has also been 
considered by the Local Government 
Board, but after full deliberation and 
carefully weighing the matter in every 
respect the conclusion was come to by 
those best able to form an opinion on the 
subject that such a proposal, so far from 
mitigating or lessening the labours of the 
Local Government Board, would tend 
rather to increase them, and no good 
would be obtained by making a change 
in the direction suggested by the hon. 
Member. I now desire to make an appeal 
to hon. members opposite to allow this 
Vote to be taken to night. I know that 
the hon. Member for Middlesbrough has 
risen more than once this evening, but if 
he will allow this Vote to be taken now he 
will have an opportunity of making his 
observations on the Report stage. I do 
appeal to him and other hon. Members 
| who desire to speak to allow this Vote to 
be taken now. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Mid- 
dlesbrough): I should have been very 
' pleased indeed to give way in response to 
| the appeal made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but seeing that I have waited ever 
since half-past six this evening, and have 
made many efforts to get an opportunity 
of speaking, I hardly think I can accede 
| to the wishes of the right hon. Gentleman. 
|I have made several efforts to get the 


_ question has not escaped my attention. I} Board of Trade to enforce the law with 


have been in communication with the | regard to the accommodation of seamen 
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on board ship. I may say that I have | not enforcing the law with regard to the 
almost entirely despaired of getting the | proper rating of machinery. 
President of the Board of Trade to en- | 
force the law with regard to seamen’s Mr. CHAPLIN: I do again appeal 
accommodation. I think the President of | to the hon. Member to now allow this 
the Board of Trade is almost past redemp-| Vote to be taken, for he will have a 
tion, and I intend now to see what the | chance of again raising the matter on the 
President of the Local Government Board | Report stage. 
will do, as I think he is not so much sub- 
ject to the pressure of the shipowning | =— pit aaa aera 
community, and if I can once iacilaite Pe HAVE gece he a Then I 
him that he has the power to insist wl eb bik fi t ‘on ve ag sug- 
upon the law being carried out in refe- sah dere "te aflame ‘— ona 
rence to seamen, I think he will have no as =; cat : ( cree a t gear | i 
hesitation in carrying out that law. Now, Hous er: Md I ene ba sm h Re “ae 
the port sanitary authorities have full cheng a See ee ee ee 
control in all ports over the sanitation a, 
and the accommodation which is pro- 
vided for seamen on board ship, and I 
do believe that if the port sanitary 
authorities were left to their own discre- 
tion with regard to these matters they Committee report progress ; to sit again 
would insist upon the law being carried oy Monday next. P : * 
out; but, unfortunately, the Board of j 
Trade will not allow the port sanitary SUPPLY (Ist June). 
authorities to do their duty in this respect. 
I believe that in many cases the officers of 
he or ener utr, ve CO CIVIL, SERVICES. AND. REVENUE 
P P Sidi DEPARTMENTS — ESTIMATES 
amount of accommodation for seamen on ae Simin ey Bie 
board, and the Board of Trade have ob- | 1899-1900. 
jected to them interfering in the matter. 
Now, I want to make an appeal to the : 
right hon. Gentleman opposite. I believe, 1. “ bey oer hhsies exceeding £5,552,885, 
that he has the power to insist upon every 7¢ _seceeccarbae he adhe raged to complete the ena 
ees x ’ necessary to defray the charge which will come 
seaman on board ships in British ports | in course of payment during the year ending 
having the proper accommodation. [I | on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the salaries 


want to ask the right hon. Gentleman to 2nd expenses of the Post Office Services, the 
expenses of Post Office Savings Banks, and 


take upon himself the duty of insisting | Government annuities and insurances, and the 
upon the law being enforced. We know | collection of the Post Office revenue.” 
perfectly well that many of the vessels i n 

belonging to the P. and O. Company| Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): I desire to 
which come into the port of London from | | offer a protest against the treatment 
time to time have not the proper amount | meted out to competent Irish officials in 
of accommodation for the crews on board. | the General Post Office in Dublin. I 
They have not the 72 cubic feet, for | i think nobody in this House will deny 
in many cases they cid only 60 eshio that these civil servants who have spent a 
feet. It is within the power of the right | great many years in the service are very 
hon. Gentleman and his officials to insist | “capable officers. We find that men in the 
upon the law being enforced, and I do! Dublin Post Office who have been 
urge upon him the necessity of having | attached to the staff for the greater part 
the law enforced in a proper manner. I of their official lives are denied, when 
do not wish to detain the House at any | vacancies arise, admittance to the higher 
length at this late hour. There are | offices in that department. I know my- 
several matters I intend to bring forward, | self that there is a very great deal of dis- 
but as it is near the hour for adjourning | satisfaction existing in the Post Office at 
I will bring them up on the Report stage. Dublin at the present time on account of 
There is one other question, with regard the persistent way in which these Irish 
to the rating of machinery. I find ‘that | officials are denied admission to the 
there are a number of unions which are higher «; offices in the Dublin Post 


Mr. Havelock Wilson. 


It being midnight, the Chairman left 
the chair to make his report to the 
House. 


tesolutions reported— 


REVENUE DEPARTMENTS. 
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Office Those hon. Members who have | who tender for the Post Office Packet 
been in this House for years, and| Service. There is the Peninsular and 
who have watched the way in which | Oriental Company, with regard to which 
these higher offices in Ireland are filled up | I have endeavoured to force the President 
when they become vacant, know that a of the Board of Trade to do his duty in 
vicious system of promotion exists in all reference to the men employed in this 
the Civil Service departments of Ireland, service, but up to the present time my 
and we have in the Post Office in Dublin | efforts have been fruitless. I now venture 
a concrete example of the system to to make an appeal to the right hon. Gen- 
which I have referred. Let me point out | tleman who has charge of this packet ser- 
to the House that since 1892 many vice to see if he will endeavour to make 
English officials have been brought over some alteration in regard to this question. 
to Ireland to fill these offices at the There was a resolution passed in this 
expense of Irish servants who have House in 1891 which stipulated that in 
been in the Post Office for many years. all contracts between ship-owners and 
Since the beginning of 1892 ten English others for Government work the tabu- 
officials have been appointed to situations lated rate of wages should be paid. I 
in the General Post Office in Dublin contend that the Peninsular and Oriental 
which carry salaries varying front £350 Company do not pay a fair rate of wages 
to £1,200 per annum. Under this con- to their sailors and firemen on board their. 
dition of affairs I think Irishmen have a ships. In addition to this, the Peninsular 
legitimate right to complain, and certainly and Oriental Company are breaking the 
the officials of the Dublin Post Office have law with regard to the provision of accom- 
a right to vehemently protest against modation for seamen. The law says that 
this unfair and ungenerous treatment each seaman employed on board ship shall 
to which they have been subjected have 72 cubic feet of accommoda- 
during a long course of years. I un- tion, but this company do not provide 
derstand from what I can gather that that for their seamen. It is the old 
an important position in the Dublin Post | story, and no doubt the right hon. 
Office is about to become vacant, and it | Gentleman by this time will be quite 
is a situation carrying with it a very high | tired of listening to the same old story, 
salary. I trust that when this case but I shall keep on repeating it until the 
arises the old policy will be reversed, and | Government Department see that the law 
that the Postmaster-General will see his is carried out as it ought to be. The 
way to reward some Irish official with this right hon. Gentleman has an opportunity 
position, so that Irish officials in this | of enforcing the law by giving notice to 
department in Ireland may have an the Peninsular and Oriental Company 
incentive to do their duty zealously and | that, unless they are prepared to give 
faithfully. I have not much hope that their seamen the proper amount of accom- 
the system will be changed all of a sudden, modation which they ought to have, the 
but I cannot allow the Report stage of this company will not get any contracts from 
Vote to be taken without offering the the Government. It is in the power of 


protest which I now make. the right hon. Gentleman to do that, and 
Vote agreed to. | I trust he will take that course. In addi- 


a ee ne tion to that, I would like him also to say 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the cum | that the seamen shall receive a fair rate of 
necessary to defray the charge which will come ,; Wages. We are told that they are paid 
in course of payment during the year ending the rate of wages which are current in 
on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for the | India; but the contracts are not made in 
Expenses of the Post Office Packet Service. | India, but in this country, and I contend 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : I desire that according to the fair wages resolution 
to call the attention of the Secretary to | this company ought to pay the rate of 
the Treasury, while the Post Office Steam | wages which is current in this country. 
Packet Vote is under the consideration of | I wish to enter my protest against the 
the House, to the rate of wages paid to manner in which this particular company 
the men on board the steamships which | has carried on its business. The manner 
are under contract with Her Majesty’s|in which this company—which receives 
Government. For some considerable time | some £400,000 from the Government for 
I have been urging complaints with re-| carrying mails, and other subsidies, every 
gard to the wages paid by the companies | year—carries on its business is very un- 
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fair to traders, for they carry cargo at a 
much less rate from the Continent to this 
country than they do from this country 
to the Continent, and there is a difference 
in some cases of about 25 per cent. 
Now the Government encourage this com- 
pany, which is unfair both to traders and 
seamen, and I appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman to see if something cannot be 
done to remedy this state of things. I 
do not intend to detain the House any 
longer, but I do hope that the appeal 
which I have made will have some effect. 


Vote agreed to. 


3. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,338,390, 
be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for the 
Salaries and Working Expenses of the Post 
Office Telegraph Service.” 

4. “That a sum, not exceeding £496,600, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 31st day of March, 1900, for the Salaries 
and Expenses of the Customs Department.” 


Class VI. 


5. “That a sum, not exceeding £287,628, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the Charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for 
Superannuation, Retired, Compensation, and 
Compassionate Allowances and Gratuities 


under sundry Statutes, for Compassionate 
Allowances and Gratuities awarded by the 
Treasury, and for the Salaries of Medical 
Referees.” 

6. “That a sum, not exceeding £2,130, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
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necessary to defray the charge which will come 
in course of payment during the year ending 
on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for certain 
Pensions te asters and Seamen of the 
Merchant Service, and to their Widows and 
Children.” 

7. “That a sum, not exceeding £785, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 
necessary to defray the charge which will 
come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1900, for 
certain Miscellaneous Charitable and other 
Allowances.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


IMBECILE (TRAINING 
Order of the day for 
ing read. 


*Mr, ROUND (Essex, Harwich): I 
venture to ask the House to pass the 
second reading of this Bill, the object of 
which is to exempt from rates these 
institutions which are supported by volun- 
tary contributions, and which only con- 
cern five Unions. I hope the House 
will consent, for I am not aware of 
opposition to it. I may say that there 
are many precedents for this measure, 
Such institutions are now exempted from 
Imperial taxation, and all I desire is to 
extend that exemption to local taxation. 
In Ireland they have been exempted by 
statute. 


INSTITUTIONS) 


the second read- 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.) 
objecting, the second reading was deferred 
till Wednesday next. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes after 
Twelve o'clock till Monday next, 
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Monday, 5th June 1899. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Tue LORD CHANCELLOR acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- | 
ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- | 
tificates from the Examiners that the | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 
ing Bills have been complied with : 





LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (No. 3). 


ELECTRIC 

| 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 4). 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12). 


ELECTRIC 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13). 


ELECTRIC 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS (No. 15). 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2). 

Also the Certificate that no Standing 
Orders are applicable to the following | 
Bill : 

METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(HARROW WEALD) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER. 

Also the Certificates that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with : 


WEST MIDDLESEX WATER. 





FISHGUARD AND ROSSL ARE RAIL- 


WAYS AND HARBOURS 
AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION, | 
| 

DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS). | 


EAST LONDON WATER. 


GREAT WESTERN AND GREAT CEN- 
TRAL RAILWAY COMPANIES. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON & SOUTH COAST | 
RAILWAY (VARIOUS POWERS). | 


MANCHESTER CORPORATION (GENE- 
RAL POWERS). 





MILTON CREEK CONSERVANCY. 


{5 June 1899} 


| BAKER 
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UXBRIDGE AND RICKMANSWORTH 
RAILWAY. 


Business. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE STIPEN- 


DIARY JUSTICE. 


Also the Certificates that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills : 


CORK CORPORATION (FINANCE). 


REDDITCH GAS. 
And also the Certificate that the further 


| Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
| ing Bill have not been complied with : 


‘STREET AND WATERLOO 


RAILWAY. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 
| Table. 
| WATERMEN AND  LIGHTERMEN’S 
ACTS AME NDMENT BILL 
Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 
YORKE ESTATE BILL. 
Committed for Thursday next. 


BUENOS AYRES AND PACIFIC RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY BILL. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY 
POWERS) BILL. 


(GENERAL 


LISBURN aad COMMISSIONERS 
31 


de 


Committee to meet on Thursday next. 


SHIREBROOK AND _ DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 


Read 2a, and committed. 


SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY 
COMPANIES (NEW LINES) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons, read 1a, 


| and referred to the Examiners. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER CONVIRMATION 
(LIVERPOOL) BILL. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER 


SILL. 


House in Committee (according to 


PILOTAGE 


order): Bills reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 


| and Bills to be read 3a to-morrow. 


MARYPORT HARBOUR BILL. 
NORTH PEMBROKESHIR& AND FISH- | WATERMEN’S 
GUARD RAILWAY. 


AND  LIGHTERMEN’S 
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 


K 
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WORKINGTON CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (GENERAL 

POWERS) BILL. 
SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM.- | 
ROAD BILL. 


SOUTHPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. 
NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE RAILWAY 
BILL. 


LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selection, | 


That the Lord Erskine be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select 


Committee in the place of the Viscount | 


Powerscourt ; read, and agreed to. 


China, No. 2. (1899)—Correspondence | 


between Her Majesty’s Government and 


{LORDS} 


Business. 999 


BURY) : My Lords, I wish to_ give 
notice that it is my intention on Thurs- 
day to move a vote of thanks to the 
| Forces occupied in the recent campaign 
'in Egypt, and I think it would, per. 
haps, be more convenient to take the 
| consideration of Her Majesty’ Message 
| with respect to Lord Kitchener at the 
same time. There are reasons why, per- 
|haps, it would be desirable that we 
should take the Message into considera- 
‘tion at that time. Of course, your 
Lordships are aware that our action is 
somewhat formal, and, therefore, I 
| propose to postpone until Thursday the 
consideration of Her Majesty’s Gracious 
| Message. 
House adjourned at Twenty-five 
minutes before Five o'clock, 
till To-morrow, Three o'clock. 


the Russian Government with regard a 


their respective railway interests in China : 
Presented (by command), and ordered to | 
lie on the Table. 

Parliamentary Returns Act, 1869 (Trus- | 
tee Savings Bank)—Treasury Minute, dated | 


29th May, 1899, directing the discontinu- | | 


ance of the return annually laid before | 
Parliament, pursuant to the sixth section | 
of the Savings Banks Moneys Act, 1863, | 
showing the assets and liabilities ‘of the | 
National Debt Commissioners in respect | 
of Trustee Savings Banks: Laid before | 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered | 
to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL, 


REFORMATORY SCHOOLS 
MENT BILL. 


A Bill to amend the law with regard to 


AMEND- 


reform:.tory schools was presented by | 


the Lord Leigh ; read la ; to be printed ; 
and to be read 2a on Thursday next. 


(No. 107.) | 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS + ia AND) 
ACT AMENDMENT BILL 
House in Committee jascidling to 
order) : Bill reported without : amendment : 
Standing Committee negatived ; and Bill 
to be read 3a To-morrow. 

SOUDAN CAMPAIGN 1898. 
PROPOSED GRANT TO LORD 
KITCHENER OF KHARTOUM. 

THE PRIME MINISTER AND SEC- | 
RETARY OF STATE FOR FOREIGN | 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALIs- 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


| 


Monday, 5th June 1899, 


| PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS 
| (Standing Orders applicable thereto com- 
| plied with). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the table Report 
'from one of the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
|following Bills, referred on the First 
| Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
| w yhich are = co aegl thereto have been 
complied with, viz. 





| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 17) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 18) BILL. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 19) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
Pp ROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 11) BILL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No: 12) BILL. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS’ (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table Report 

from one of the Examiners of Petitions 

for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bills, referred on the First 

Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 

applicable, viz. : 


LOCAL 
ORDER (No. 13) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time To-morrow. 
BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 


RAILWAY BILL (QUEEN’S CONSENT 
SIGNIFIED). 


Read the third time, and passed. 
BOOTLE CORPORATION BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 


JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed, with | 
an Amendment. 


ST. ALBANS GAS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 
Amendments. 


BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL, 


As amended, considered ; An Amend- | 
ment made; Bill to be read the third | 
time. 


WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 

WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 

As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


FRIENDS’ PROVIDENT INSTITUTION | 
BILL (STAMP DUTIES). | 


Xesolution reported : | 


“That it is expedient to authorise the | 
imposition of the following Stamp Duties | 
upon certain Memorials under any Act of ; 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 
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| the present Session relating to the Friends 
| Provident Institution :— 


For and upon the first Memorial en- 
rolled of the names of the persons 
who shall be deemed held and 
taken to be Trustees of the Insti 
tution, or of any special fund of 
the Institution, the sum of Five 
Pounds ; 


And upon every other such Me- 
morial in which the name of any 
person shall for the first time be 
inserted as a Trustee of the Insti- 
tution the sum of Five Pounds.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Friends Provident 
Institution Bill, That they have power to 
make provision therein pursuant to the 
said Resolution.—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


DUNDEE GAS, TRAMWAYS, AND EX- 
TENSION BILL (changed to “DUNDEE 
GAS, STREET IMPROVEMENTS, AND 
TRAMWAYS BILL”). 

Motion made and Question proposed : 
“That Standing Orders 204 and 235 be 
suspended, and that the Bill be now 
read a second time.”—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottingham, 
Rushceliffe): Will the hon. Gentleman 
give some reason for his motion? These 
Orders have been drawn with very great 
care, and they provide that a certain time 
should be allowed for notice. I think this 
practice of moving the suspension of the 
Standing Orders is one that requires being 
made with much caution. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
West): I understand the reason is that 
the promoters of the Bill made a mistake 
in not having given notice in time before 
the holidays. 


Mr, J. ELLIS: Is anyone damnified by 
it ? 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): As a member of the Standing 
Orders Committee, I join the hon. 
Member in saying that care ought to be 
taken that motions of this kind should 
not be too repeatedly made. Of course 
the Standing Orders Committee take into 
consideration cases such as are here 
referred to. When it is represented to 
them that in consequence of the holidays 


K 2 








295 Petitions, 


parties would be prejudiced, the Com- 
mittee is in the habit of granting indul- 
gence. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 
S.): This Motion has the approval of 
the Chairman of Committees, and the 
House may be perfectly certain that 
no one is damnified by it. 


Question put and agreed to. 





Bill accordingly read a second time, | 
and committed. 


WISHAW WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Ordered, that Standing Orders 204 and 
235 be suspended, and that the Bill be | 
now read a_ second time. — (//r. 
Farquharson.) | 


Bill accordingly read a second time, | 
and committed. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION, GREAT SOUTHERN 
AND WESTERN RAILWAY, AND 
WATERFORD AND CENTRAL IRE- 

LAND RAILWAY BILLS. 


Ordered, that the Order [14th March] 
that all petitions of County Councils under 
the provisions of the Local Government 


(Ireland) Act, 1898, against the Bills, be | 


presented seven clear days before the 
meeting of the Committee, be referred to 
the Committee, and that the petitioners 
praying to be heard by themselves, their 
counsel, or agents, or 


heard 
in the case of the petition of the | 
County Council of the County of | 


Cork against the Great Southern and | 
Western and Waterford, Limerick, and | 
Western Railway Companies Amalgama- 
tiion Bill, and that the said petition be | 
referred to the Select Committee on the | 
said Bills, and that the petitioners be 
heard by their counsel, agent, or wit- 
nesses against the said  Bill.—(Mr. 


J. F X. OBrien.) 


BROUGHTY FERRY GAS AND PAVING 
ORDER BILL [Lords]. 


{COMMONS} 


witnesses be | 
against the Bills, be suspended | upon the Table. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 16) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL, 
Read a second time, and committed. 





PETITIONS. 





BUILDING FEUS AND LEASES (SCOT. 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


CEMETERIES RATING BILL. 
Petition from St. Pancras, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


CHEAP TRAINS BILL. 


Petition from St. Pancras, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the General Assembly of 
the Church of Scotland, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) AMEND. 
MENT BILL. 

Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 

| lie upon the Table. 


GROCERS’ LICENCES (SCOTLAND) 
ABOLITION BILL. 


Petition from Leith, in favour ; to lie 


GROUND VALUES (TAXATION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT ACTS 
AMENDMENT (BYE-LAWS) BILL. 
Petition from St. Pancras, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
| Petitions in Favour,—From Sinby ;— 
| Bretby ; — Donisthorpe ; — Alloa © and 


Read the third time, and passed, with- | Deyon :— Alva :— Clackmannan :—Tilli- 
. « c ] 


out amendment. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
VISIONAL ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 
(ABERAVON, &c.) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the third time, and passed, with- | 


| coultry ;—and, Cadley Hill Collieries ; to 


PRO- | lie upon the Table. 


MONEY-LENDING BILL. 
Petition from Leith in favour; to lie 


out amendment. | upon the Table 
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POOR LAW RELIEF (DISFRANCHISE- 
MENT. 


Petitions for alteration of Law ;—From 
Keighley ; and, Hunslet ; to lie upon the 


of exemption for the fruit trade has 
expired ; whether his attention has been 
drawn to the fact that a crowd of country 
girls was imported by a jam factory with- 





| 





Table. out any provision having been made for 
ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY OF quence the girls arriving went where they 


— accommodation, and that. in conse- 
| 
| 
| 
| 


IRELAND. could find a roof to cover them, many 

Petitions against establishment ;—From | being taken into houses of ill-fame ; and 

Helensburgh ;—and, Alexandria; to lie | whether he will cause inquiry to be made 
upon the Table. into all the circumstances of the case. 

: eee en be, , *THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON tHE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir Mart- 


SUNDAY BILL. | THEW WHITE RIDLEY, Lancs., Blackpool): 

Petitions in favour ;—From Peters- | The first paragraph of the question relates 
field ; — Tre-y-ddol ; — Lincoln ; — and, | to facts which have long been well known 
Nottingham ; to lie upon the Table. to my Department and which I attempted 


cE ATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS (ENG | to deal with in a Bill last Session. I 
SEATS FOR SHO! aa SISTANTS (ENG- | have seen in the Fortnightly Review for 
LAND AND IRELAND) BILL. as ; 

TOF: Gi ae e last month a statement to the effect of 
Petition from x a sg gueesnage of | the second paragraph ; but it was put 
provisions to Scotland ; to lie upon the | forward as a mere rumour without names, 





Table. | dates, or other means of identification. 
In these circumstances and in view of the 

S J bb ‘SS ON S 40 4 N ) 3 4h. ae 3 . 
sano ceancnsa- exci secaaiters Sopa | fact that the provision of lodging accom- 


Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie} modation for workpeople is a matter 
upon the Table. | outside the Factory Acts, I do not see 
j wads ad that an inquiry by my Department is 
TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. | possible. 

Petition from Kirkintilloch, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. | Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
| the Secretary of State for the Home 
| Department whether he is aware that 
for many months in the year children of 

Loee thirteen years of age and upwards are 
CHINA (No. 2, 1899). kept at work in jam factories from 6 

Copy presented,—of Correspondence be- | o’clockin the morning till 10 and 11 o’clock 
tween Her Majesty’s Government and the | at night, and are required to carry weights 
Russian Government with regard to their | which sometimes amount to ‘about a 
respective Railway interests in China [by | hundredweight ; also that the damp heat 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. |in such factories rises frequently to 

| 90 deg., and is productive of colds, bron- 
EECTIOUS DISEASE (NOTIFICATION chitis, pneumonia, and consumption: and 
INF ee 1880) EXTENSI ON BILL. ) | grea proposes to take any steps in 

Lords’ Amendment to be considered|  , . Sl . . 

Gar eras hea steae - | Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : In answer 
canaiereitaamctdigiihe wivehen | to the hon. Member I may remind him that 
| last year I introduced a Bill which would 
have brought jam factories fully within 
the sanitary provisions of the Factory 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : some such legislation is desirable, and I 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | jaye already said so several times this 
the Home Department whether he is! gosion, 
aware that jam factories are kept going, | alii dil , 
exempt from the provisions of the Fac-| Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): May 
tories Acts, for six months in the year, by 'I ask the right hon. Gentleman whether 
being used for the curing of fish and | he will endeavour to pass the Bill this 


other like purposes as soon as the period | year ? 








RETURN PRESENTED. 











QUESTIONS. 
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*Sir M. WHITE ‘RIDLEY: That! of county court fees, his attention has 
question should be addressed to the | been called toareport of the Incorporated 
Leader of the House, but, as I have said, | Law Society, dated 1895; and whether, 
I have a Bill on the subject ready. |in fixing the fees charged in County 

‘courts, regard is had to making the 
AMERICAN AND CANADIAN AFFAIRS. | county courts self-supporting, a principle 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, | 20t applied to the High Court. 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Under| *THe SECRETARY To THE TREA- 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs SURY (Mr. Hanzury, Preston): I have 
whether the understanding among the | seen the report mentioned in the first para- 
delegates at the recent Conferences be- | graph. Thetotal expenditure of the Supreme 
tween the Governments of the United | Court is (roughly) £632,000. But it is 
Kingdom, the Dominion of Canada, and | generally accepted as a constitutional 
the United States has not prevented an | doctrine that the courts and judges should 
official statement on the subject of the! be supplied gratis to the suitor by the 
negotiations by the Ministry of the Do-| State. If £199,000 be deducted in 
minion; and whether Her Majesty’s | respect of rent and the salaries and 
Government look forward to being able | pensions of the judges, there remains a 
to make any statement to the House upon | balance of £433,000 representing other 
the matter in the course of the present | expenditure. The fee revenue (including 
session. The Government have caused to the Land Registry) amounts to £417,000 ; 
be published a statement which in part | which would leave a deficit of £16,000. 
answers this question, but perhaps the! But the Supreme Court must also be 
right hon. Gentleman may like to add | credited with the annuity of £92,000 a 
something to that. year, which was established in 1869 as 

*THoEe UNDER SECRETARY or STATE | the equivalent of interest on the Suitors’ 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Sr. Joun | Fee Funds, which converts this deficit of 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): I have | £16,000 into a net surplus of £76,000 per 
nothing to add, except that the Govern- | annum. The county courts, on the other 
ment hope to be in a position to make a} hand, show a net deficit of £19,000 per 
statement to the House before the close, annum. The total expenditure upon 
of the Session. them amounts to £598,000 per annum, 

which gives a balance of £439,000 when 

THE PHCENIX PARK MURDERERS, | £159,000 is deducted in respect of rent 

Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, | 8nd judges’ salaries and pensions. As 
Thanet) : I beg to ask the Chief Secretary | against this outlay the fee revenue only 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland | amounts to £420,000. 
whether there is any truth in the rumour . x ere 
that several of the criminals convicted of | THE DUM-DUM BULLET. 
the murder of Lord Frederick Cavendish) Mr. DILLON (Mayo, East): I beg 
and Mr. Thomas Henry Burke are about | to ask the Secretary of State for India 
to be set at liberty. who is responsible for the use of the 

Hee /Dum-Dum bullet by British troops in 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- | India. 

+ * ‘ T > sOTTPD 
LAND (ee, We Batrour, Leeds! +Tye SECRETARY or STATE ror 
entral): There is now only one convict | At cantincnontt rom. Miibile 
undergoing sentence in connection with | ~~ “ (LorpGrorcE HAMILTON, Middle- 
the murders of Lord Frederick Caven- | 8%: Ealing) : I stated, in reply to a 
dish and Mr. Burke. The consideration question put to me by the hon. Member 
of his position is for the Lord Lieutenant, in this House on March 24, 1898, that 
and I have nothing to add to the reply | these bullets were issued by order of the 
given by His Excellency, and published in | Gov op rE that pe further — 
the Press, to the petition presented to | tion for their issue _— as) and that 
him by the Corporation of Dublin on the | BO such sanction was either asked for or 
7th April last. | given ; but that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
|ment were fully informed as to the pro- 
COUNTY COURT FEES. ceedings of the Government of India, and 

*Sir CHARLES'DILKE: [beg to ask | saw no reason for questioning their pro- 
the Secretary to the Treasury whether, | priety. I may add that the reason for 
in connection with the proposed reduction | the issue of this bullet was that experience 





of 


in 


ex 
th 


pr 
oc 
th 
no 
tic 
un 


me 
bu 
tre 


aw 
oct 
the 
Wi: 
bel 


up 
Ste 
tail 
it i 
nic 
lea 


hor 
the 


— 


eg 
lia 
he 

in 
OR 


le- 


er 
at 





301 Postal Deliveries _ {5 JuNE 1899} in Dorsetshire. 302 


had shown that the bullet previously in| whether, in view of the decisive con- 
use did not adequately protect the troops | demnation of the use of the Dum-Dum 
using it. As at present advised, I see no | bullet by the Peace Conference at the 
reason for modifying the opinion which I| Hague, Her Majesty’s Government will 
then expressed. But I may add that since | take into consideration the advisability of 
last autumn the Government of India discontinuing the use of this bullet in 
have had a new pattern of bullet under | wars with semi-civilised or savage people, 
trial, and I was informed in reply to an as well as with those nations who are 
inquiry about two months ago that those | parties to the Conference ? 
trials were not complete, but that they | 
would be proceeded with and reported on| *The UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
as soon as possible. | FoR WAR (Mr. WyNpbHAM, Dover): I 
| would ask leave to refer the hon. Member 
Mr. DILLON: Will the noble Lord | to the First Lord’s reply to a later ques- 
kindly state whether he will be willing to | tion on the Paper. 
lay before the House, before the new) |. si a a ag Ore 
bullet is adopted, the opinion of medical | POSTAL ne IN DORSET: 
piles pice tn tgeorapnle _| Coronet. WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
or nasal bee Mino + +Rere were | to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
experiments made in connection with | representing the Postmaster - General 
the old bullet, and it was on the strength | whether lho ia wttatle thet: the villages of 
of those experiments that the bullet now |Mere, Zeals, Bourton, and Buckhorn 
in use was adopted. | Weston, adjoining Gillingham, where 
a | there is a head post office and a railway 
Mr. DILLON: But the result of those | station on the main South-Western line 
experiments was never communicated to | to Exeter, are in the postal delivery of 
the House of Commons. This is becoming | Bath, distant more than 20 miles in a 
a very serious question now. When I direct line: whether he can see his way to 
pressed the noble Lord on a previous | rearranging the Gillingham and Bath 
occasion he refused me information as to deliveries so as to give these and neigh- 
the Dum-Dum bullet, and I wish to know | houring villages the full benefits of being 
now—and I think it a reasonable ques- | situated near a main line of railway ; 
tion—whether he can undertake and will! and whether he can see his way to 
undertake to communicate to the House | placing in the library of the House of 
of Commons the results of the experi- Commons maps of the United Kingdom 
ments now being tried with the new ¢oloured to show the areas of the different 
bullet, before it is adopted for the Indian | rural postal deliveries. 
gps len Bi *Mr. HANBURY : These villages are 
*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am not / all in the postal delivery of Bath. To 
aware that I ever refused, on a previous | transfer them to the postal delivery 
oceasion, to give the reports that were of Gillingham might improve the com- 
then asked for, and if the hon Member munication with the districts served by 
wishes to have them I will lay them the London and South-Western Railway, 
before the House. but would possibly impair the communi 
cation with the districts served by the 
Cot. MILWARD (Warwick, Stratford-| Great Western Railway with which they 
upon-Avon): May I ask the Secretary of have long been in direct communication, 
State whether the Dum-Dum bullet con-| and it may be that a larger number of 
tains any explosive substance, or whether | letters would be delayed than would be 
it is not composed of a leaden nose and a accelerated. The mght mail service to and 
nickel base, instead of the nickel nose and | from Gillingham has, however, recently 
leaden base of the Lee-Metford bullet ? been placed upon a more secure footing 
than formerly, and inquiry shall be made 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The as to the expediency of serving the 
hon. Member is entering into a debate on places in question from Gillingham. 
the merits of the subject. The Post Office is not in possession of 
any maps coloured to show the areas of 
Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the the different rural postal deliveries ; and 
Under Secretary of State for War it would be a work of much complexity to 
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prepare such maps; which would, more- | sequent to that of May 19th the new con- 
over, stand in need of constant correction, | tractor will be required to carry out all 
and would be unintelligible without | the provisions of the contract strictly and 
further information which cannot be | punctually. 


y a map. 
_carrsmginieraac Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.) ; 
: |May I ask, in connection with that 
THE P. ARLIAMENT ARY DEBATES |answer, whether the proofs of reports 
sestasineesinele taken between May 5 and May 19 will be 
Sm CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, | at once forwarded to Members, if that 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Secretary has not been done already ? 
to the Treasury whether any change has| *\Mp. HANBURY: Oh, yes, certainly, 
been made in the arrangements for print- i 
ing the official Parliamentary Debates;; fp. R. G. WEBSTER: I should like 
and when Members may expect theif t> know whether the right hon. Gentle- 
reports to be issued with reasonable | man, taking into consideration the fact 
promptitude. | that the discussion on the report stage of 
aves ; 'the London Government Bill shortly 
Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, | comes on, will tell us whether we are to 
East): I would like at the same time to | take The Times report as official, or, if not 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury | what report we are so to take. 
whether he is aware that the cause of the| The question was not answered. 
delay in the publication of the Reports of | 
the Parliamentary Debates of this Session IRELAND—NATIONAL SCHOOL 
is the fact that the reporters of the Par- | TEACHERS AS GUARDIANS. 
liamentary corps are largely in arrears of | Mead he 
salary ; oft if sin fresh arrangements are| Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8): I heg 
now being made to carry the work out | t° ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
in a businesslike manner. son ona cae rag peed _he can 
ree ' state on what grounds the Commissioners 
*Mr. HANBURY : I will answer these | o¢ National Tiucation have refused to 
questions together. I learned on the day pay to Mr. Kenny, national teacher, 
on which the House rose before Whitsun- Ballinameen, North Roscommon, the 
tide of the disputed arrears of payment | moneys at present due to him, and have 
to reporters—which, it appeared, had con- prohibited him from acting as Poor Law 
tributed to the delay in issuing the guardian and district councillor in Boyle 
reports. In consequence of this delay I) Union, to which position he was elected 
gave instructions to the Controller of the although in other parts of Seakenl 
Stationery Office to cancel at once the national teachers have been frequently 
existing contract if any report was still in | glocted as Poor Law guardians and served 
arrear on Wednesday last, the day the as such ; and, whether he will direct that 
House reassembled ; to make arrangements ‘there will be no further interference by 
for a new contract ; and to warn the exist- | +44 National Board with Mr. Kenny in 
ing contractor accordingly. A new con- | the office to which he has been elected in 
tract commenced on Wednesday last, on | povie Union 
the same conditions in all respects as that y i 
which had been cancelled. The condi-;| Mr.G.W.BALFOUR: TheCommission- 
tions, as I have satisfied myself, are such ers have withheld salary from Mr. Kenny, 
as to allow a reasonable profit to the con- | National School teacher, pending his dis 
tractor. The reports for days between | connecting himself with the offices of 
April 30 and May 5 are in the hands of | Poor Law guardian and district councillor 
the late contractor, and all that is pos-|in Boyle Union, to which he had been 
sible has been done by the Stationery | recently elected. They consider that the 
Office to hasten their publication. His | holding of such offices by a teacher of a 
sureties have been informed of their | National school is inconsistent with the 
liability for the consequences of the delay. | proper observance of their rules requiring 
The reports of the 5th and up to the | teachers “to abstain from controversy,” 
19th May will be published at once by | and prohibiting them from taking any 
the new contractors, Messrs. Wyman, | part in elections except by voting. If 
who have already large printing con- | any teachers of National schools have held 
tracts. As regards all other reports sub- | the position of Poor Law guardians, as 
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alleged, it was without the sanction or! The SECRETARY OF STATE For 
knowledge of the Commissioners. | THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
| Birmingham, W.): Mr. Faure did make 
AGRICULTURAL GRANTS IN ROS- | the two statements referred to in the first 
COMMON AND LEITRIM. | two paragraphs, but I do not know what 
Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief} authority he had for either. He was 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- | selected as an interpreter in 1884. The 
land if he can state the amount fixed as | genuineness of the signatures to the Uit- 
the agricultural grant to the County Ros- | landers’ petition has been verified by affi- 
common, and also to the county Leitrim, | davits. The answer to the fourth part 
the amount of the excluded charges in | of the question is in the negative. 
the case of each county, and the details g ir 
of these excluded charges ? | Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Will the 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The yearly /right hon. Gentleman say by whose affi- 
amount of the Agricultural Grant to the | davits the genuineness of the signatures 


County Roscommon is £18,534. The |’® verified % 
Grant to the County Leitrim is! Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I do not 
£10,291 10s. The amount of the Ex-| think it would be giving the hon. Gentle- 
cluded Charges in the County Roscommon | man any valuable information if I gave 
is £3,300, and in the County Leitrim, | the names of the persons who made the 
£5,489. The Excluded Charges consist | affidavits ; but they were the persons who 
of (1) Special expenses levied on a contri- | collected the signatures. 
butory place under the Public IIealth | oa a aii ? 
Acts or enactments directing expenses to} Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: The right 
be levied as expenses under these Acts; | hon. Gentleman stated on a_ previous 
(2) Railway Charges; (3) Navigation | occasion that Sir Alfred Milner had 
and Drainage Charges; (4) Relief of | satisfied himself in the matter. Did Sir 
Distress Charges; (5) Malicious Injury | Alfred Milner make the affidavit ; and, if 
Charges. not, how did he ascertain the genuineness 
x i | of the signatures ? 
Mr TULLY: Can the right hon | Mr, J, CHAMBERLAIN : That seems 


Gentleman say whether there are any . . 
‘ y “ |to me to be hardly a serious question ; 





tg —— an gst but Sir Alfred Milner has satisfied him- 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: This includes | self, and has come to the conclusion that 
Drainage Charges. | the signatures are authentic. It is, of 


rnenia ack — , course, a matter of opinion, and, if the 

TRANSVAAL AFFAIRS. hon. Member takes a ‘lifferent view, I do 
Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | not wish to deprive him of it. 

shire, Eifion) : I beg to ask the Secretary | 

of State for the Colonies whether he is Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I simply 

aware that Mr. D. P. Faure, in a letter | wished to know the grounds on which Sir 

appearing in the South African News| alfred Milner based his convictions. 

of Sth May, states that 1s. was paid 

for every signature to the Johannesburg THE PARLIAMENTARY DEPOSITS 

petition, and that not twenty-one dozen | aie 

“we of the signatories would be willing to 

orfeit their nationality in order to obtain GS pee bi OS 

the franchise ; wheth i Mie: Seiien in. the ask Mr. Attorney General whether his 


i 7 the Parlia- 
gentleman who was selected by Lord Ros- | mmo os — — pol siete 
mead to act as interpreter between the | ™°? ty, P ee ti 

=. Bs soar, |considering that the arliamentary 
Colonial Office and the Transvaal dele- | Denostie ie a Kok oun tle 
gates at the London Convention in 1884 ; | ee eee ee ey 
whether he can state what steps were | 2nd carried by the Government of the 
taken by Sir Alfred Milner to ascertain jday, he will — his influence with the 
the genuineness of the petition; and | Government to induce them to make this 
~ > « 


whether he will instruct Sir Alfred Milner Bill a Government measure 


in future to refuse, in accordance with ™ sie 7" 
precedent, to receive any petition dealing | ‘The ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 


with the internal affairs of the South | RICHARD WEBSTER, Isle of. Wight) : I 
African Republic ? am acquainted with the provisions of the 








Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston) : I beg to 
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hon. and learned friend refers. In my 
opinion it is certainly a Bill which ought 
to pass, but I cannot say more in the 
matter. 


PEERS AND PARLIAMENTARY 
ELECTIONS. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : I beg to 


to ask the First Lord of the Treasury | 
whether his attention has been called to a | 
nd May, purport- | 
ing to have been addressed by the Duke | 


published letter, dated 22 


of Devonshire to an elector in the South- 
port Division of Lancashire in support of 


one of the candidates then contesting that | 


constituency, for which a new writ was 
moved upon 12th May ; also to a letter to a 


similar effect alleged to have been written | 


by the Bishop of Liverpool ; and, if the 
said letters be genuine, 
proposes to take with a view either to 


the enforcement or repeal of the Ses- 


sional Order passed at his instance at the | 
beginning of this Session, in which it is | 
declared to be a high infringement of the | 


liberties and privileges of the Commons | 
for any peer, prelate, or other lord of Par- 


liament to concern himself in the election | 
of Members to serve for the Commons in | 


Parliament ; and whether, in view of the | 
repeated disregard of the said Sessional | 
Order by Cabinet Ministers 
leading Peers countenanced openly in a 
recent instance by Members of the House | 
of Commons of long standing, including 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer and the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, he proposes | 
any longer to recommend the retention | 
of an Order which, as he himself has 
stated, this House is powerless to e 


THE FIRST LORD OF THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): As regards the letters to which my 
right hon. friend refers, I know nothing 


about them, and consequently do not | 


know w hether they were or were not 
private letters addressed to individuals. 
I presume, however, that they were, and 
if they were Ido not think they would 
contravene the Sessional Order laid down 
by the House. That, however, is a 
matter on which I am no greater autho- 
rity than my right hon. friend. As regards 
the genera: question, I have two or three 
times explained to the House the opinions 
I myself hold, and I do not think it ne. 
cessary to repeat those opinions, 


{COMMONS} 
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what action he | 


and other | 
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THE PEACE CONFERENCE. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether a resolution 
prohibiting the use of the Dum-Dum 
bullet was passed at Commission No. I. of 

the Peace Conference on Ist June; 
whether this resolution was opposed by 
the British delegate ; and whether he 
can undertake that the British delegates 
will be instructed not to oppose this 
resolution in the General Conference. 
I also beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can state what 
| attitude was taken by the British delegate 
in Commission No. I. of the Peace Con- 
ference on the question of dropping 
explosives from balloons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In answer to 
| both these questions, I have to say that the 
members of the Conference have agreed 
that their proceedings shall be conducted 
in secret, except in so far as regards 
|communications which are made with 
their consent to representatives of the 
Press on the spot. Her Majesty’s 
| Government cannot, under these circum- 
stances, make any communication as to 
the instructions given to or the attitude 
taken by the British delegates. 


IRELAND—EMERGENCY MEN CARRY- 
ING FIREARMS. 
| Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): May I 
| ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
|tenant of Ireland whether his attention 
| has been called to the case of an emer- 
gency man named Thomas Crawford, in 
| the employment of the representatives of 
| the late Surgeon O’Grady, who was on the 

Lacs May arrested for drunkenness near 
ale, county Limerick, 
a for firing a oe revolver, with the 
result that a man named Ahearn was 
wounded in the hand? Is he aware that 
Crawford was fined 20s. for being drunk, 
and only 2s. 6d. for firing his revolver, by 
the magistrates sitting in petty sessions 
at Abbeyfeale? Is Crawford still per- 
mitted to carry loaded firearms? And 
‘can he inform the House upon what 
grounds did the magistrates refuse the 
application of Mr. Ahearne’s solicitor for 
informations against Crawford ? 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The facts are 
substantially as stated in the question, 
except that there is no evidence that Mr. 
Ahearn was wounded in the hand as a 
result of the discharge of the revolver. 
He made no complaint in the matter until 
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the 17th of May, and the head constable 
of police who then examined his hand 
could find no trace of recent injury. 
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What was pointed out as the alleged | 


wound was a perfectly healed scar. I 


presume the magistrates refused to send | 


the case for trial because they did not 
consider that the scar was caused by 
Crawford. The police took possession of 
Crawford’s revolver on the 15th of May, 
and Government have since ordered the 


revocation of his licence to keep firearms. | 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. DILLON : I desire, sir, with your 
permission, to say a few words in the 
nature of a personal explanation. Last 
Friday I asked the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether I was correct in stating 
that, in my recollection, the Government 
had at an earlier date in the Session de- 


elared their intention of submitting a | 


Bill in Parliament for the grant to Lord 
Kitchener of Khartoum. The right hon. 
Gentleman on that occasion declared that 
I was incorrect, and that the Government 
had made no such statement, and that he 
had all through expressed his intention 
of proceeding according to the arrange- 
ment now proposed. I think I am en- 
tiled to try to prove that my memory 
was accurate, and I would point out that 
on February 17 last I put a question to 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the first, 


reference made during the present Session, 
I think, to the proposed grant. I asked 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether | 


it was proposed to ask the House to vote 
any sum to Lord Kitchener in respect of 
the battle of Omdurman, and, if so, 
when the Vote would be taken; and 
I also asked whether the procedure 


would be by Bill or by Vote. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
answered : 


“Yes, sir; we shall ask the House of 
Commons to vote a sum of £30,000, which 
will probably be invested in the purchase of 
anannuity for Lord Kitchener of Khartoum. 
I think the procedure must be by Bill, and it 
will be taken at an early date.” 


I think 1 am entitled to call the atten- 
tion of the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury to two subsequent occasions on 
which the matter was referred to, for it 
will be in the memory of the House 
that he said that he had in his mind all 
along the proceeding by Vote in Com- 
mittee of Supply. On the 20th February 
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{ the hon. Member for East Clare asked the 


First Lord of the Treasury at what date 
the Bill for giving Lord Kitchener 
£30,000 would be introduced ; and the 
First Lord replied : 

“T am afraid 1 cannot give an answer to the 
question at present. As the hon. Gentleman 
knows, I rather hoped to begin the ordinary 
legislative work of the Session to-day. That 
hope has been disappointed, and the reg 
work cannot now begin until Thursday. If 
the hon. Gentleman will ask the question on 
Thursday, [ will endeavour to answer him.” 


|Whereupon the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for East Clare said he would put 
the question on Thursday. On the 23rd 
February the hon. Member for Kilkenny 
asked the following question, on behalf of 
the hon. Member for East Clare : 


“ When the Bill to grant £30,000 to Lord 
Kitchener will be introduced.” 


The First Lord of the Treasury replied : 
“‘T cannot give a definite answer to this 
question, but I will undertake to give a week's 
notice before any steps in the matter are taken 
by the Government.” 
I do not for one moment insinuate, nor do 
[ believe, that the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury had any intention of deceiving the 
House of Commons, but the House is 
entitled to get the information which it 
asked for. [am also entitled to prove 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
in reply to a question, declared that 
|the procedure would be by way of 
| Bill, and not by Vote in Committee of 
| Supply ; and I think I have established 
the fact that I was right. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the hon, 
| Member has appealed to me, I gladly re- 
cognise that there is some justification for 
the view he took. It is, however, the 
fact that I had forgotten the particular 
questions and answers to which he has re- 
ferred. It is also the fact that it was 
desired that the question should be dealt 
with in Committee of Supply by way of a 
Vote, rather than by a Bill. There were, 
no doubt, precedents which seem to be in 
favour of proceeding by Bill rather than 
by Vote, but investigations show that the 
precedents as a whole point to the proce- 
' dure by Vote in Committee of Supply. As 

I am on my legs, it may be convenient 
| for the House to know that on Thursday 
/next I shall propose a resolution embody- 
| ing the thanks of this House to the officers 
and men engaged in the Soudan campaign, 
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PRIVILEGE. 


PEERS IN 





INTERFERENCE OF 
ELECTION FOR 
DIVISION OF LANCASHIRE. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I rise for 
the purpose of calling the attention of 
the House to a question of privilege. In | 
answer to a question, I elicited from the 
First Lord of the Treasury the statement 
that he had no knowledge of the letters to | 


which my question’referred. Now, I have, 


unfortunately, during the present Session 


had occasion more than once to call the 
attention of the House to breaches delibe- 
rately made of the Sessional Order regard- 
ing the interference of Peers in Parlia- 
mentary elections. But the case which I 
desire now very briefly to submit to the 
House differs in one very important point 
from others which have been raised. 
When I raised other questions of this 


character I was told that until the issue of | 


the writ the House had not been in the 
habit of taking any cognisance of breaches 
of the Sessional Order. 1! never admitted 
myself that there was any ground for the 
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giving their support to Mr. Balfour. . , 
The present demoralisation and powerlessness 
of the Opposition are, in my opinion, most in. 
adequate reasons for supporting a candidate 
whose return would, in however small a 
degree, tend td resuscitate the unfortunate 
Home Rule proposals which were rejected at 
| the last Ganteal Election.” 


| Then, sir, the Bishop of Liverpool wrote 
| the following letter to a Churchman in 
| Southport : 

“Dear Sir,—I answer your question without 
| any hesitation. If I bed 0 vote for Southport, 
| { should certainly not give it to any candidate 
| who was in favour of Home Rule for Ireland,” 
I need hardly say that I heartily sym- 

pathise with every word contained in 

those letters. I feel also bound to add 
| that I myself consider that both the Duke 
| of Devonshire and the Bishop of Liver- 
| pool were perfectly right in writing those 
letters ; but, as the right hon. Gentleman 
| told me on a previous occasion that the 
| fact of the alleged breach of privilege being 


/ committed before the issue of the writ pre- 
| vented his taking notice of it, I desire to 
| emphasise the fact that such an answer 
/would not hold good at the present 


differentiation. I never admitted that the | moment. Now, sir, :t is not for the House 
mere fact of the writ issuing or not took | deal in a legislative capacity with this 
away any force from the Sessional Order | question. It is not for me to express 
passed every year. With the permission | an opinion as to whether the Order is wise 
of the House I shall read a short extract | OY foolish ; the duty before the House is a 
from one of the letters, and the whole of | judicial duty. We have to interpret our 
the other letter, which is very short. | Order upon judicial lines, and it is to that 





The letter of the Duke of Devonshire 
was not, as my right hon. friend surmised, 
a private letter, but was obviously written 
to be published. It is addressed apparently 
to a perfect stranger, and could have been 
written for no other purpose than being 
printed. It appeared in one of the local 
newspapers, which stated : 

‘*« The following reply has been received by a 
Southport Unionist, who called the Duke of 
Devonshire’s attention to the reasons urged by 
and on behalf of a few Southport Liberal 
Unionists for not on this occasion considering 
it their paramount duty to oppose the Home 
Rule candidate.” 

The reply is dated Lismore Castle, May 22 ; 
and I may say in passing that the writ 
for the Southport election was issued ten 
days before, although I myself attach no 
importance whatever to the argument 
that the breach of privilege depends on 
whether the interference is before or after 
the issue of the writ. The letter runs: 

“Sir,—I have received your letter of the 
19th inst., and am sorry to hear that there is 
any difference of opinion among Liberal 
Unionists at Southport as to the duty of 


= that I shall endeavour to confine 
| myself. It is necessary, no doubt, from a 
| judicial standpoint that both sides of the 
| question should be placed before the 
| House, and, very briefly, I shall endea- 
| vour to do so, It is a matter of notoriety 
that every Prime Minister during the last 
quarter of a century has set this Order at 
defiance, and consequently we must not 
judge harshly the noble duke and the 
bishop if they may think that they were 
perfectly justified in adopting this course. 
They no doubt remembered that Lord 
Beaconsfield, when Prime Minister of 
England, set this Order at defiance, and 
Lord Salisbury and Lord Rosebery also 
set it at defiance. But there have been 
recent cases brought before the House, 
every one of which, I think, shows that 
this House is not in earnest in its desire 


to enforce the Order. The Lord 
Chancellor, who is, as we know, the 
head of the law, threw his great 


weight into the scale in favour of the 
proceeding in question not being a 
breach of the law, and consequently the 
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Duke of Devonshire and the Bishop of | andafarce. Sir, I quoted my right hon. 
Liverpool may feel called upon, in reply, | friend on a previous occasion, and I will 
to quote that high authority in favour of | not do so again. _ But I think it right to 
their contention. When I speak of the | point out that my right hon. friend is not 
Duke of Devonshire I must remind the | alone in his opinion amongst his col- 
House that this is not a case, any | leagues as to this being a sham and a farce. 
more than the others to whom I have|If it is desired to enforce this obso- 
recently drawn attention, of an obscure | lete Order, the least my right hon. 
per. My right hon. friend the|friend can do is to lend his 
Leader of the House has imagined me/ countenance as far as he can to the 
spending a great part of my time in| maintenance of the Order. But what did 
endeavouring to rake up cases of this | we find the other day when I called 
sort. I can assure the right hon. Gentle-| attention to the case of the Lord Chan- 
man that, so far from that being the case, | cellor and of other peers? We find 
[ have declined to bring before the House | that some twenty Members of the House 
numerous cases which have been men- | of Commons themselves took part in the 
tioned to me. I have always gone on| proceedings. They were not obscure or 
the principle that my right hon. friend | young Members. They were headed 
the member for Dartford (Sir W. Hart | by my hon. friend the Father of the 
Dyke) so pithily put when he said that I} House of Commons, who, for upwards of 
had gone to the top of the tree to find | forty years has had experience of Par- 
the fish. The Duke of Devonshire cannot | liamentary ruling. A gentleman who 
be stated te be an obscure peer| was present tells me that the Lord 
any more than the Lord Chancellor| Chancellor was moved into the 
or those other peers I have men-| chair by one of the oldest Members of 
tioned in connection with this Sessional | this House, the First Lord of the Admi- 
Order. The Duke of Devonshire will be | ralty, and the proposition was seconded 
remembered in the House of Commons as | by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
an old Parliamentary hand. He is not | These are two high Parliamentary autho- 
merely a leader at this moment of one of | rities, and certainly old hands. I found 
the recognised parties in the State, but he | them here thirty-four years ago when I 
was for some years an acknowledged | first entered the House, and one was a 
leader when the party opposite was in| Cabinet Minister very shortly after that 
opposition, and he is one of the highest | time. Therefore, sir, I need not detain 
authorities on Parliamentary procedure. | the House further than by calling my right 
I must also point out that the noble Duke | hon. friend’s attention to another great 
has had some considerable experience in | authority upon this subject—Lord James. 
the interpretation of this very Sessional | Lord James, another of the Cabinet col- 
Order. It will be remembered that a/| leagues of my right hon. friend, is perhaps 
complaint was made by the right hon. | one of the greatest authorities living on 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon-| election law, and he took a very active 
mouth, that he went down to Derby, the | part in all the legislation regulating 
county of which the noble Duke was | elections in this country for many years. 
Lord Lieutenant, and delivered a speech |I hold in my hand a report of a speech 
of an electioneering character, and we are | of his delivered in this House, in which he 
aware that at Darlington, after the issue | said— 

of the writs from the Crown Office for the} _, leon rege ET 
general election. of 1895, a very able THe teplation we paws ever, year isan 
speech was delivered by the noble Duke | time will come—next Session, { hope—when 
on current topics which had been sub- | the House of Commons will have to say 
mitted to the electorate, with the candi- | whether the — has not arrived when we 
dato for Darlington by his side. Therefore | ould care altogether to go throngh his form 
sir, feel justified in saying that the case of | haying the power to give any effect to our 
the Duke of Devonshire is one which, if | protests. The resolution does not add to the 
passed over, as I hope it will be, by this | dignity of the House or to the protection of 
House, will finally and __ indelibly | its Members. 

emphasise the opinion of the House | now 1 have shown that the Duke of Devon- 


that the right hon. Gentleman the} ~ . : 
First Lord of the Treasury was correct shire has on more than one occasion proved 


when he said that this Order was a sham | that he takes an enlightened view of this 
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absurd obsolete Order, and that being so 
I place the matter now in the hands of the 
House. I have no desire to anticipate 
the commencement of the next Session. 
but if I am in a position to do so I shall 
feel it my duty to afford the House an 
opportunity once and for all of getting rid 
of this absurd and meaningless Order- 
Meanwhile I shall put myself in order by 
moving a Resolution. 


Interference 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That it having been represented to this 
House that the Duke of Devonshire and the 
Lord Bishop of Liverpool did severally infringe 
the liberties and privileges of this House by 
concerning themselves in the election of a 
member to represent the Southport Division of 
the county of Lancashire in the House of 
Commons, a Select Committee be appointed 
to inquire into the alleged wenden of 
privilege.” —(Mr. James Lowther.) 


Sm WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- , 


land, Cockermouth): I will not detain the 
House for more than a moment, but I 
feel it my duty to say a few words in 
support of 
think that 
present state of affairs is satisfactory. In 
public or private life the most contemptible 
of all characters is the swaggerer, and I 
think it is a bit of swagger on our part to 
affirm a resolution, threatening all sorts of 


the proposition. I do not 


anybody can say that the 


pains and penalties, which we have not the 
slightest power to carry out. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend, if perseverance deserves reward, is 
certainly predestined, after, I suppose, a 
long series of similar speeches, to succeed 
This, I think, is the 
third or fourth time in the course of the 


in his endeavour. 


present Session in which he has brought 
the same matter before the House in 
substantially the same speech, and really 
the importunate widow is not in it with 
my right hon. friend. I confess I am | 
unwilling to imitate my right hon. friend 

in one respect. Doubtless he has less 

reason to regret the necessary repetitions | 
which these discussions force upon him, 

but I myself have personally the strongest | 
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| objection to repeating the same arguments 
‘more than a certain number of times, 
'I have really nothing to add to 
_the reasons which induced me to advise 
| the House on a previous occasion, as | 
advise it now, not to take any formal 
action in regard to these matters, 
| Whether a court of law—if the matter 
could be referred to it—would decide that 
the two letters read by my right hon. 


| friend are breaches of the Standing Order 


or not I am unable to say ; but of one 
thing I am certain, and that is, that the 
Standing Order is not without effect, and 
great effect. It conduces to the abstention 
of Members of the other House from our 
electoral contests, which would not occur 
if the Order were repealed. It is not, 
therefore, a mere empty form. Whether 
it is desirable to excludethe House of Lords 
from entering into our electoral affairs is 
another matter. I do not know whether 


my right hon. friend would agree with me 


}on that point—I rather think he would 


not ;_ but he has not raised it now, though 
he threatens to raise it next Session. It 
was raised last Session, and the Session 
before the last, and the Session before 
that, and so on back into the indefinite 
past, whenever the Sessional Order came 
the meantime I 
strongly advise the House not to take any 


up for discussion. In 


steps with regard to these letters, and 
although, perhaps, it may be less relevant 


' to the point of order, I do not advise the 


House now any more than in the past to 
make any change in the Standing Order 
which would have more far-reaching and 
wide-spreading results than my right hon. 
friend anticipates. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: After the 
renewed assurance of my right hon. friend 
that peers can do what they like, I will 
not proceed any further in the matter. 
(Cries of “ Divide, divide.”) 


Question put. 


Noes, 


The House divided: Ayes, 86. 
231. (Division List No. 169.) 
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Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allen, W. (Newe. under Lyme) | 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Bowles, T.Gibson (King’sLynn) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8S.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P.C. 

Duckworth, James 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Evans, Sir Francis H. (S’ton.) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Galloway, William Johnson 


Allhusen, AugustusHy. Eden 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Atkinson, Kt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bagot, Capt.JoscelineFitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J. (Mneh’r. 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H.S.- (Hunts) 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beach, Rt Hn Sir M H(Bristol) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
3hownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 

sryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.JA(Glasg’w) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell- Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 


| MacDonnell,Dr. M. A(Q’n’sCo) | 
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AYES. 


Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Hayne,Rt. Hon.CharlesSeale- 


| Heaton, John Henniker 


Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Holland, Wm. H.(York, W.R.) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacAleese, Daniel 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


M’Cartan, Michael 


| M‘Ghee, Richard 


| Morton, Edw.J.C.(Devonport) | 


M‘Hugh, E. (Armagh, 8.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel) 


| Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Palmer, Sir Chas. M.(Durham) 
Perks, Robert William 


Pilkington,SirG.A.(LancS.W.) | 


NOES. 


| Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 








Chamberlain, Kt. Hn.J. (Birm) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wor’r.) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. LeonardH. 
Cox, Irwin Edward B(Harrow) 
Crombie, John William 
Curzon, Viscoun 


t 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 


Davies, M. V.- (Cardigan) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon, A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. | 


Drage, Geoffrey 

Drucker, A. 

Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Engledew, Charles John 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J. (Mtr.) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 


| Finch, George H. 


Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
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| Pirie, Duncan V. 

| Priestley, Briggs ( Yorks.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 

Seott, Charles Prestwich 
(Leigh) 

Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Souttar, Robinson 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 

| Steadman, William Charles 

| Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 

| Tully, Jasper 

Ure, Alexander 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

Warner,Thomas Courtenay T. 

Wedderburn, Sir William 

| Weir, James Galloway 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Williams, J. C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

| Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 

| Woods, Samuel 

| Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

| Yoxall, James Henry 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. James Lowther (Kent) 
and Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 


Fison, Frederick William 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 
| Gedge, Sydney 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
| Gold, Charles 
| Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
| Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
| Green, Walford D. (Wedn’b’y) 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon,SirWilliam Brampton 
Halsey, Thomas Peetesiek 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Helder, Augustus 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
| Hill,SirEdwardStock (Bristol) 
| Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, R. P. 
Howard, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenry Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
| Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
} Jackson,Rt. Hon: Wm. Lawies 
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Jessel, CaptainHerbertMerton 
Johnson-Ferguson,Jabez Edw. 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Kemp, George 

hennawa: Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky,Rt. Hon. William Edw.H 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewellyn, EvanH. (Somerset) 
LlewelynSirDillwyn (Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col.Charles W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverp’l) 
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Lowther, RtHnJ W(Cum’land) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim,E. ) 
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M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 
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Maxwell,Rt. Hon.SirHerbertE 
Mellor, Colonel] (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
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Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
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MESSAGE FROM HER MAJESTY TO 
THE HOUSE OF LORDS, DELIVERED 
LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Me. J. G. SWIFT MacNEILL: I! 
wish to direct the attention of the House 
at the first available moment to what I | not initiation.” 


BY THE 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan,J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morley, RtHonJohn(Montrose 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton,ArthurH.A.(Deptford 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Myers, William Henry 
Northcote, Hon.SirH.Stafford 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Paulton, James Mellor 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Platt- Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Gu 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 














Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T.W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Saunderson, Rt. Hn. ColEdw.J. 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, Win. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt J. (Forfarshire) | 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 


That is absolutely flagrant. 
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Stanley, Hn. Arthur(Ormskirk 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 

Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt,Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col.Sir C. E. Howard 
Wallace, Robert (Edinburgh) 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Ward, Hon Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, Sir R. E.(I. of Wight) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L, 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. (Powell (Birm.) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.(Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodall, William 

Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Younger, William 

Noxs— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


The first 


authority that I would like to quote to 


the House is Sir Erskine May, and I will 
only quote two sentences. He says, “ The 
responsibility discharged by the House of 
Lords in the granting of supplies for the 
service of the time is concurrence, and 


I need not remind the 


conceive to be a gross breach of the! House that, though this is the Queen’s 
privileges of this House, and to put my-/| message, it is in reality a message for 
self in order I will read the resolution | which the Ministers are responsible. The 


which I intend to submit to the House. | 


message to the House of Lords in this 


I shall not detain the House five minutes, | case is identical in words to that received 
and then we shall hear what the First | by this House, as if there were a concurrent 
Lord of the Treasury has to say, and I | and co-ordinate jurisdiction, which there 


wish him a happy deliverance. 


resolution is this :— 


“That the action of the Lord Chancellor in 
a to the House of Lords a message 


rom Her Majesty recommending that she 
should be ouiled to grant to Lord Kitchener 
a sum of £30,000 is a departure from ancient 
constitutional precedent ; is contrary to the 
usage of Parliament ; and is a gross breach of 
the privilege of this House, inasmuch as the 
message attributes to the House of Lords the 
power of initiating money grants, which alone 
a 

0 


‘appertains to the 
‘ P concurring in these grants.” 


ouse of Commons, instead 


The | is not. 


We are told that this message is 


| identical with the message which came to 


was a message 





the House in reference to Sir Garnet 
Wolseley in 1874 ; but in that case there 


conveyed to the House of 


Lords, as in Kitchener’s case, with this 
difference—Her Majesty, taking into con- 
sideration the eminent services of Major- 
General Sir Garnet Wolseley in conducting 
the Ashantee campaign, and desiring to 
confer some signal mark of her favour, 
“recommends to the House of Lords to 
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concur” with the House of Commons in 
enabling Her Majesty to grant to Sir 
Garnet Wolseley £30,000. Those were 
also the terms that were adopted in 1841 
and in 1857, when in similar cases the 
House of Lords was asked to concur. We 
have the words of Mr. Speaker Onslow, 
who said Ministers had always sent these 
messages to both Houses, but the distinc- 
tion of the wording was that the initia- 
tion in making the grant of money is to 
be only with the Commons, as is done in 
the Speech from the Throne. I put this 
matter before the House as a matter for 
its observation, and I think it is a gross 
breach of privilege. With these words I 
beg to move the Resolution and bring it 
up to the chair. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the action of the Lerd Chancellor in 
resenting to the House of Lords a Message 
m Her Majesty, recommending that she 
should be enatied to grant to Lord Kitchener 
asum of £30,000, is a departure from ancient 
constitutional precedents, contrary to the 
e of Parliament, and a gross breach of the 
privileges of this House, inasmuch as the Mes- 
sage attributes to the House of Lords a power of 
initiating money grants which alone appertains 
tothe House of Commons, instead of concurring 
in those grants.” —(Mr. Swift MacNeill.) 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton ): I 
think my hon. friend is amply justified in 
the course he has taken in bringing this 
matter before the House. A difference 
in the form of words may be a matter of 
serious importance, and it certainly does 
seem to me that the difference between a 
direct invitation to the House of Lords 
toenable the Queen to carry out a grant 
of a certain sum of money, and a message 
to the House of Lords to concur with 
this House in so doing, is a very grave 
difference indeed, and one which amply 
justifies my hon. friend in moving his 
resolution. The proper course for the 
Government in this matter would clearly 
have been to proceed by a Resolution, 
base a Bill upon the Resolution, and send 
the Bill to the House of Lords. At any 
tate there is a vast and vital difference 
between the resolution in 1874 and the 
present one. I beg to second the Resolu- 
tion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I am in very great 
doubt whether I should allow this matter 
to be brought before the House as a ques- 
tion of privilege at all. My reason for 
being in doubt is that it is in any case 
necessary that the House of Lords should 
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take some action for the purpose of en- 
abling the grant to be made. The Queen 
by her Message asks the House of Lords 
to enable her to make such a grant. 
What the hon. Member is now doing is 
to ask the House to assume that the 
message is to be interpreted as asking the 
House of Lords to act in a way in which 
they are not entitled to act, and contrary 
to the privilege of this House, although 
the language is consistent with a request 
to that House to act only in a constitu- 
tional way. I am, however, very anxious 
not to take upon myself the responsibility 
of a decision where there is any ground 
for suggesting that the matter may be 
one involving a question of privilege for 
the judgment of the House. The only 
point is whether the word “ concur,’ 
which could be read into the message by 
implication, ought to have been expressly 
used. I may point out on the ques- 
tion of precedent that in 1883, when 
motions were made for grants by way of 
pensions to Lord Alcester and Lord 
Wolseley, two resolutions were submitted 
to the House of Lords, in one of which 
the word “concur” was used, and in the 
other left out, and the same words were 
used in the latter Resolution as on the pre- 
sent occasion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
aware that the hon. Member was going to 
raise this point. I understand that he 
makes two allegations—one that the 
course pursued by the Lord Chancellor 
and presumably by the House of Lords is 
contrary to the precedents and practice 
of Parliament ; and the other that it is a 
breach of the privileges of this House. 
Sir, I challenge both those statements. 
Take the second point first. Mr. Speaker 
has already pointed out that the concur- 
rence of the House of Lords and the 
action of the House of Lords is absolutely 
necessary to enable this grant to be given. 
It is a pure assumption on the part of the 
hon. Gentleman, which he does not himself 
seriously hold—an assumption which none 
of us hold, and an assumption which not 
a single person in this House believes to 
be true—that the House of Lords, in the 
case of the grant to Lord Kitchener, 
are going to violate those ancient consti- 
tutional usages which are divided between 
the two Houses of Parliament in different 
measures, the responsibility arising from 
the passing of the Finance Acts. So much 
for the point of substance. On the point’ 


L 
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of form, it is only necessary that I should 
repeat to the House what has already 
been indicated by Mr. Speaker—namely, 
that so high a constitutional authority as 
Mr. Gladstone, a statesman who was 
never supposed to be oblivious of the cons- 
titutional privileges of the House of which 
he was so long a distinguished ornament. 
In the time of Mr. Gladstone the follow- 
ing resolution was brought down to the 
House, and was read to the House by the 
Leader of the House, in that case Lord 
Granville. The message was :— 


» Privilege— 


“VicToRIA R. 


“Her Majesty, taking into consideration the 
important services rendered by Garnet Joseph 
Lord Wolseley, general in Her Majesty’s 
Army, in the course of the recent expedition 
to Egypt, and being desirous to confer some 
signal mark of her favour for those distin- 
suished services, recommends the House of 


ords to enable Her Majesty to make provi- 
sion to secure for the me Garnet Joseph Lord 
Wolseley and his next surviving male heir the 
sum of £2,000 per annum.” 


On the constitutional point the words I 
have read out are precisely on all fours 
with the gracious message which the Lord 
Chancellor, on Friday last, read out in the 
House of Lords. Whereas it is clear that 
there, is on the one hand, no substantial 
invasion of our privileges intended by 
the House of Lords, so it is equally plain, 
on the other hand, that what they have 
done is in no sense contrary to tradition, 
or precedent, or the usage of Parliament. 
I hope, under these circumstances, the 
hon. Gentleman will not think it neces- 
sary to press his motion to a Division, and 
that he will permit the House to proceed 
to the discussion which it is anxiously 
waiting for. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I think we are in- 
debted to my hon. friend for bringing this 
matter forward (Ministerial cries of “Oh, 
oh!” and laughter). Although some hon. 
Members opposite appear to differ from me 
on this point, I am sure the Leader of the 
House does not differ from me. I am 
sure we are indebted to my hon. friend 
for having turned his watchful eye upon 
the minutie of the proceedings in 
another place. I conceive that the 
main point which he had in view 


has been substantially gained by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 
the House having formally disclaimed 
the slightest intention to depart from 
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former precedents and usage in this 
matter. It, is unfortunate, from the point 
of view of those of us who take a rigid 
view of the relations between the two 
Houses in this matter, that there is a pre- 
cedent containing the very words which 
are now complained of, because otherwise 
we might have had some justification in 
discerning an insidious attempt on the 
part of the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
to exalt the other House of Parliament at 
the expense of this. But after the assur- 
ance of the right hon. Gentleman, and 
after his being able to adduce a precedent 
coming from an unimpeachable source for 
the words which are now being used, I 
trust my hon. friend will be content with 
the substantial victory he has gained, and 
not put the House to any further trouble. 


Mr. DILLON: I rose for the purpose 
of stating that, while asking my hon, 
friend not to put the House to 
the trouble of a Division, I do not 
accept the First Lord of the Treasury's 
statement that there is a _ precedent 
for what is now being done. If I am 
rightly informed, the precedent he alluded 
to was on an occasion when the Message 
was made the foundation of a Bill, and if 
that be true it is no precedent whatever. 
Many years ago, in the days of Mr. 
Speaker Onslow, in order to settle these 
disputes, it was agreed and clearly set 
forth that the two Houses should enact on 
the same day, but that the Message in 
each House should be in different terms, 
and it was on that specific understanding 
that the two Houses came to an agree- 
ment.’ And now the right hon. Gentle- 
man seeks to establish a proposition that 
it is in accordance with precedent that 
what has been clearly set forth is to be 
departed from, and that the two Messages 
to the two Houses are to be in identical 
words. I hold that this procedure is not 
in accordance with precedent. This is a 
distinct breach of the privileges of this 
House, and it is only because I know 
that the House desires to go on with the 
actual question before it that I urge my 
hon, friend not to press his motion toa 
Division. 


Mr. J. G. SWIFT MacNEILL: 
Having regard to the circumstances of the 
case, I will withdraw my motion, and 
accept the moral triumph. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Jones’ Divorce 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to—Parish 


Councillors (Tenure of Office) Bill with 
an Amendment. 


Amendments to Coalville Urban Dis- 
trict Gas Bill [Lords], Glastonbury Water 
Bill [Lords], Queen’s Ferry Bridge Bill 

rds], without Amendment. That 
they have passed a Bill intituled “ An Act 
for supplying with gas the parish of Cob- 
ham, in the county of Surrey, and 
adjacent places.” [Cobham Gas Bill 
[Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled “An Act to 
authorise the sale of the church of All 
Saints’, Tyndall Street, in the county 
borough of Cardiff, with the site thereof, 
and the application of the proceeds of 
sale to the provision of a new church ; 
and for other purposes.” [All Saints’ 
Church (Cardiff) Bill [Lords]. 


$25 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
empower the Weston-super-Mare, Cleve- 
don, and Portishead Tramways Company 
to construct light railways in the county 
of Somerset ; and for other purposes.” 
— oghehen aia Clevedon, and Portis- 

ead Tramways Company (Light Railway 
Extensions) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers on the Corporation 
of Whitehaven with respect to their 
water and electric lighting undertakings, 
to extend the borough of Whitehaven, to 
consolidate the rates of the borough and 
simplify the collection thereof ; and for 
other purposes.” [Whitehaven Corpora- 
tion Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
empower the Birmingham, North War- 
wickshire, and Stratford-upon-Avon Rail- 
way Company to make new railways in 
the counties of Worcester and Warwick ; 
and for other purposes.” [Birmingham, 
North Warwickshire, and Stratford-upon- 
Avon Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for the 
abolition of the perpetual curacy of the 
consecrated chapel, called ‘Grosvenor 


Chapel,’ in the Parish of Saint George, 
Hanover Square, in the county - and 
diocese of London, and for vesting the 
said chapel in the rector of the said 
parish ; and for other purposes.” 

venor Chapel (London) Bill [Lords]. 


Gros- 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to em- 
power the Urban District Council for the 
district of Moss Side to work any tram- 
way for the time being belonging to. or 
leased by them ; and for other purposes.” 
[Moss Side Urban District Council (Tram- 
ways) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to em- 
power the Urban District Council for the 
district of Stretford to work any tram- 
way for the time being belonging to or 
leased by them ; and for other purposes.” 
[Stretford Urban District Council (Tram- 
ways) Bill [Lords]. 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
empower the Urban District Council for 
the district of Withington to work any 
tramway for the time being belonging to 
or leased by them; and for other pur- 
purposes.” [Withington Urban District 
Council (Tramways) Bill [Lords]. 


COBHAM GAS BILL [Lords]. 


ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH (CARDIFF) 
BILL [Lords]. 


WESTON - SUPER - MARE, CLEVEDON, 
AND PORTISHEAD TRAMWAYS 
COMPANY (LIGHT RAILWAY EX- 
TENSIONS) BILL [Lords]. 


CORPORATION 
[Lords]. 


BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICK- 
SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON- 
AVON RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


WHITEHAVEN BILL 


GROSVENOR CHAPEL (LONDON) BILL 


[Lords]. 


MOSS SIDE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords]. 


STRETFORD URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords]. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


JONES’ DIVORCE BILL [Lords]. 


Ordered,—That a Message be sent to 
the Lords, to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to communicate to this 
House, Copies of the Minutes of Evidence 
and Proceedings, together with the Docu- 
ments deposited, in the case of Jones’ 
Divorce Bill [Lords]; and that the Clerk 
do carry the said Message. 

Ordered,—That it be an Instruction to 





the Select. Committee on Divorce Bills, 
L 2 
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that they do hear Counsel and examine 
Witnesses for Jones’ Divorce Bill [Lords], 
and also that they do hear Counsel and 
examine Witnesses against the Bill, if the 
Parties concerned think fit to be heard by 
Counsel and produce Witnesses.—(Mr. 
Attorney General.) 


Supply—Grant to 


SUPPLY. 


(Message from Her Majesty [Grant to 
Lord Kitchener]),—considered in Com- 
mittee :— 

(In the Committee.) 


Queen’s Message [2nd June] read. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Mr. Lowther, in the earlier hours 
of last September the whole country was 
in. a mood of anxious, if hopeful, ex- 
pectation. It was known that the long 
drama of the Soudan, extending for sixteen 
years, was visibly and surely drawing to 
a close. That drama is one on which we 
cannot look back with unmingled satis- 
faction. It has been marked by some 
great disasters, by some barren successes, 
but by one tragic event which has stamped 
itself indelibly in the hearts and memories 
of the people of these islands ; and the 
question, Sir, connected with this great 
drama was of what character would be the 
final catastrophe. We knew that the 
enemy whom we had to meet was far 
superior to us in numbers ; that in point 
of courage and daring they were not in- 
ferior to any fighting troops that the 
world has ever seen; that they fought 
with the great advantages accruing to the 
fact that they were in their own country, 
and that we were divided from our mili- 
tary base by many miles of country and 
great difficulties. The question, there- 
fore, which we asked ourselves, not with- 
out some pardonable anxiety, was whether 
the superior arms, superior organisation, 


and the superior strategy of our 
own forces enabled us to bring this 
long controversy to a final and 
triumphant issue. Sir, the fact that 


the mid-day sun on the 2nd of September 
saw finally and for ever the power of 
Mahdism crushed was due, above all 
others, to the genius of the man whom we 
desire to-day to honour and reward. 
Mr. Lowther, I hope that no hon. 
Gentleman will this afternoon allow the 
course which he proposes to take upon 
this Vote to be warped or modified by 
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| any view which he may entertain upon 
the question of the policy of the Govern- 
ment in advancing from Wady Halfa to 
Khartoum. On that policy sharp differ. 
ences have divided us in the past. Those 
differences are not yet healed, and I do 
not anticipate that the division of judg- 
ment which has shown itself in the course 
of many sharp debates can be expected to 
die out until history gives some final 
verdict upon the policy which we have 
thought it right to pursue. No man, Sir, 
by the vote he gives to-night, will in any 
way prejudice the views which he may 
| take upon these broad questions of policy, 
)and I venture respectfully to submit to 
the Committee that not only would the 
/ discussion of questions of controversy 
such as these to which I have referred, if 
permitted, interfere with our unanimity 
on the present occasion and deprive 
our action of something of its grace, 
but I would submit also that it 
is on the worst possible precedent 
and example so far as the relations 
between the civil and military powers 
are concerned. Sir, those who would 
withhold from a successful general his 
merited reward, not on the ground of 
military incompetence or incapacity, but 
on the ground that he was carrying out a 
policy of which they disapprove, are, in 
effect, saying to him, and to the gallant 
soldiers who supported him, “ You have en- 
dured hardships ; you have faced death; 
you have gone on an expedition where 
defeat meant instantaneous destruction or 
slavery, of which instantaneous destruc- 
tion would have been by far a more happy 
lot. All this you have done ; you have done 
it with courage, competence, and _perse- 
verance, and you have done it to the best 
of your ability ; we are proud of the skill 
which you have shown, but you have done 
it in a cause of which we disapprove, and, 
because we disapprove of it, therefore 
we withhold from you the reward 
which on other grounds you have 
so honourably and justly earned.” 
An argument like that requires our 
soldiers to mix themselves up with ques- 
tions of policy. It compels them to con- 
sider not merely whether they are to obey 
orders, but what the orders are which they 
are required to obey ; and though we live in 
a country so happily circumstanced and 
with constitutional traditions so deeply 
based that we can hardly conceive even 
the interference on the part of the 
military power with the authority of the 
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civil power, yet if such a thing were 
possible the course I am commenting 
upon would be the very course to bring 
it about. For a country in which the 
Army seriously concerns itself in ques- 
tions of policy is a country on the verge, 
of a military despotism. If, therefore, as 
I conceive, the one question before the 


{5 JUNE 1899} 


Lord Kitchener. 330 


bring against them. He was in a 
country absolutely barren of all supplies 
of any sort or kind or description on 
which an army can subsist, except only 
water, and then only so long as the army 
kept within near reach of the Nile. The 
forces with which he had to carry out 
this stupendous military operation were 


Committee on the present occasion is a | in part composed of the Egyptian army, 
question of military merit, then I venture; which had only fifteen years before 
to say that on this question the country | practically given themselves up without a 
has long made up its mind, and months| blow to be massacred by the enemy 
ago has given an authoritative decision. | against which Lord Kitchener was lead- 
My mind goes back to the  great|ing them. So great was the prestige of 
banquet held in the Mansion House, | the Dervish force, so great their acknow- 
I think in the early days of Novem-|ledged superiority in war, that practically 
ber, at which Lord Salisbury, Lord | as soon as the forces of Egypt under 
Rosebery and the right hon. Gentleman | Hicks Pasha met the forces of the 
“the member for Monmouthshire all vied | Khalifa, practically there was no battle, but 
with each other in giving praise, lavish | only a dreadful and terrible massacre. 
praise, but not excessive praise, to the | That, Sir, was the problem that Lord 
hero of Omdurman. Exploits which are | Kitchener had to solve; that was the 
praised alike by Lord Salisbury, Lord | problem which, in fact, he did solve with 
Rosebery and the right hon. Gentleman | a less expenditure of men and a less ex- 
the Member for Monmouthshire are | penditure of money than, I venture to 
exploits which seem to me to have no) say, has ever been made on any similar 
critics in any quarter of this House, and | occasion in the history of military opera- 
in no section of the country. I know not! tions of this, or perhaps any other 
where objection is to come from if these | civilised community. Other generals—and 
three gentlemen are agreed. But, sir, has| these are the greatest whose exploits 
the lapse of time and the calmer criticism | history has recorded—have done their 
which is born of that lapse of time, made | great deeds with an army which was ready 





any modification of our views on this | 
subject? I trow not. I think it has | 
strengthened rather than diminished the 
estimate which all competent critics have 
formed of the great series of operations 
which had their culmination on the 2nd 
September, to which I have referred. I | 
do not propose to make any comparison | 
between the exploits of Lord Kitchener | 
and his army and the exploits which have | 
adorned the annals of this country in| 
times past. Such comparisons may be | 
misleading ; they are almost certain to be | 
barren. It would be sufficient if we con- 
centrate our attention to-day upon the 
difficulties which Lord Kitchener had to 
face, and the manner in which he sur- | 
mounted them. Now, what was the 
problem with which Lord Kitchener had 
todeal? He had to deal with an enemy 
posted in a country nearly 1,400 miles | 
from his base at Cairo—a distance com- 
parable to that which separates Paris 
from St. Petersburg. He had to deal 
with this enemy posted in their own 
country, knowing, as I have said, that | 


‘it is terrible even to contemplate. 


to their hands. Lord Kitchener had in 
part to create the army with which he 
worked, for he was one of those eminent 
organisers who from the very beginning 
made the Egyptian Army what it is to- 
day from what it was in the time of 
Hicks Pasha. And, again, other generals 
have shown perhaps their greatest skill in 
using to the best advantage their lines of 
communication, for the proper use of 
lines of communication is, I suppose, part 
of the art of war; but Lord Kitchener not 
only had to use to the best advantage 
his long line of communication, he had in 
great part to create it. And as he was in 
part the creator of the army, so he was in 
large measure the creator of that railway 
without which the Soudan could either 
not have been reconquered at all, or could 


‘not have been reconquered without an 


expenditure of blood and treasure which 
We 
must not contemplate the services of Lord 
Kitchener merely as the victor at Atbara, 
the victor at Omdurman, as the successful 
general in a few great combats, as the 





they were superior, and must be superior | brilliant leader of a brief military expe- 
in numbers to any force that he could | dition. No, Sir. There is a famous 
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phrase used of a great Frenchman, that ; whom he collected around him, the great 
he was the “organiser of victory.” Lord | soldierly qualities of the generals under 
Kitchener combined in his own person | his command, to whom, I trust, the House 
that organisation of victory of which I | will unanimously on Thursday next vote 
speak, and also carried out all those | their thanks—that the disciplined resolu- 
military operations by which victory | tion of the Egyptian forces, the cheerful 
was ultimately secured. He organised | daring of the Soudanese, and last but not 
the victories, he won them; and least the great fighting qualities of the 
of those two great feats I venture to| men of his own race—all contributed to 
think that the organisation was perhaps | the final consummation. But the men of 
the greater. Whoso would realise what | whom I have thus spoken in not unde- 
it is that Lord Kitchener has done for the | served praise would, I think, themselves 
Soudan, for Egypt, and for England, should | be the first to admit that in all this 
not think of him merely, or chiefly, as he | expedition Lord Kitchener was the 
was before the fortified lines at Atbara or | moving spirit, that Lord Kitchener was 
in the open plain near Omdurman. They | the animating soul, and that he, above all 
should think of him through those long | others who were engaged in these great 
months and years of patient, arduous, | and extended operations, has deserved 
anxious preparation. They should think [from this House and from the country 
of him as the man whose foresight never | some mark of the gratitude of the nation, 
was at fault, who never turned his eye | Feeling, therefore, that I am only carry- 
from the objective which he had i: view, | ing out, in the first place, the wishes of 
who immersed himself with an unwearied | the House, and, in the second place, the 
and almost superhuman industry in every | wishes of my countrymen, I beg now to 
detail which could secure the final | move, in accordance with the notice given 
triumph, who never, even amid the utmost | on Friday. 

complexity ‘of detail, allowed himself to : 
lose sight of the final object towards which | Motion made, and Question proposed— 
every measure was intended to converge.| «phat a sum, not exceeding £30,000, be 
He had the art of extracting from every | granted to Her Majesty, to be issued to Major- 
shilling of public money every halfpenny | General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B., 
it was worth, and of extracting from every | K-C.M.G., as an acknowledgment Psa his 
one of the distinguished men under his egpeomerg tea agrees Senden ne 
command all that they were capable of | First Lord of the Treasury.) 

doing. Sir, that requires something more 
than untiring industry. It requires a| *Srr HENRY CAMPBELL-BANNER- 
genius for managing men, and for| MAN (Stirling Burghs): Mr. Lowther, I 
inspiring them with confidence—a genius | rise for the purpose of saying on my own 
without which, I venture to think, all the | behalf, and on the part of my political 
art of war to be learned from books is | friends, that we fully share the estimate 
so much waste paper. Lord Kitchener | of Lord Kitchener’s services which the 
showed, in addition to these great | right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
qualities, a reticent caution which never |the Treasury has so eloquently expressed. 
for a moment permitted him to precipitate | In his conduct of the long series of 
the action at the appropriate moment, | operations which culminated in the cap- 
and the decisive courage which / ture of Omdurman and the occupation 
never allowed that moment to pass|of the region of the Upper Nile 
unfruitfully used. That, Sir, I venture | Lord Kitchener’s grasp of the difficulties 
to think, in dealing with such an enemy, | to be encountered, the skill and foresight 
and ‘in such a country, constitutes the | with which he formed his plans, the 
highest qualities of a soldier which could | alternating boldness and caution with 
very well be demanded from any general | which he carried them into execution 
on whom we bestow our confidence. Sir, | deserved and attracted the admiration of 
it. is true, of course, that alone and un-| the world. He was engaged in warfare 
aided, by his single merit and by his own | with a fanatical adversary who carries 
right arm, those great triumphs for Egypt, | bravery to the pitch of recklessness, and 
for England, and for civilisation could not | who is unsurpassed in his own methods 
have been won. It is true that the states-| of fighting—methods which are in a 
manship of Lord Cromer, the brilliant | peculiar degree trying to the bravest and 
administrative abilities of the officers | best disciplined forces. He was acting in 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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a climate pernicious to the health and 
depressing to the spirits of Europeans, in 
a country, as the right hon. Gentleman 
has described to us, practically barren 
of supplies, and at a long and ever- 
lengthening distance from his own base. 
The complete success which, under these 
conditions, he achieved constitutes one 
of the most brilliant pages in the 
history of British arms. Mr. Lowther, 
Lord Kitchener deserves all the honours 
that have been conferred upon him by 
his Queen and by his country, and he 
deserves the grateful recognition of this 
House. But when we speak of Lord 
Kitchener it will, of course, be under- 
stood that we do not imply that the merit 
is all his. In passing this Vote we should 
be giving expression to our grateful 
recognition and admiration of the services 
of those, whether his own countrymen or 
of African race, who fought and endured 
under him, and of the distinguished 
officers who advised and assisted. him. 
And I would go further and say that we 
ought to include in our warmest gratitude, 
and to give perhaps a larger share of the 
tribute of our praise than is sometimes 
given to them, those British officers 
who, through many years of patient 
hope and effort, have been creating and 
building up the Egyptian Army, and, what 
is much more important and much 
more difficult, have been breathing into 
that army the spirit of self-confidence and 
solidarity without which any army is of 
little use. In honouring Lord Kitchener, 
therefore, we are setting the seal of our 
approbation upon all those patient labours 
as well as on those brilliant exploits, and 
we do so with one mind and one voice. 
Now, I would gladly stop here, but we 
cannot shut our eyes to the fact that 
there are some reasons adduced for our 
not passing this Vote, at any rate in the 
full measure in which it is proposed. 
And perhaps it is only right—although 
the right hon. Gentleman has, no doubt 
with great propriety from his point of 
view, hesitated to anticipate objections 
that may be raised—perhaps it is only 
right that I, from another side of the 
House, and from another point of view, 
should refer briefly in anticipation to 
these objections. If I thought that my 
silence would have any effect in inducing 
the House to pass a unanimous vote | 
should sit down at once. And yet 
perhaps it is better that I should, against 
my will, undertake the somewhat difficult 


{5 JUNE 1899} 





Lord Kitchener, 334 


duty of meeting an enemy who has not 
yet, from no fault of his own, appeared in 
the field. So far as I can gather from 
what has appeared in the Press and 
from other sources, there are two 
circumstances, or sets of circumstances, 
which are alleged to militate against 
this Vote being passed without opposition. 
The first of these is the incident of the 
disentombment of the remains of the 
Mahdi, and their dispersal under 
circumstances which involve something 
like ignominy attempted to be put on 
his memory. Well, I believe for my 
part that there has been no wavering in 
the honest judgment of British opinion 
upon this matter from the first day until 
now. The news, when it was received in 
this country, struck us all with a shock, 
and with something like horror. We 
could hardly believe that such a thing 
had been done, and now at this cool dis- 
tance of time, in the absence of any 
explanation, and being unable at the same 
time to see what explanation can possibly 
be offered, we still remain regarding it 
with condemnation and continue to de- 
plore it. So far as I have seen, all that 
can be said in favour of it is that it was 
necessary to destroy and to obliterate 
that which would have been a focus of 
fanaticism and discontent among the 
population of the region for which we 
have become responsible. That may be 
asserted, but even among those who 
are best acquainted and most familiar 
with what are called Eastern notions 
there is by no means a unanimous opinion 
on the subject. And let me point out to 


the Committee that the Mahdi was a false - 


prophet, and not likely to be held in 
much veneration by the greater part of the 
Mussulman world, but no doubt held in 
veneration in his own part of the 
world. But he was something more than 
that; he was our enemy. He was a 
bitter enemy of the domination of Egypt, 
and we stand largely in the place of 
Egypt, and by the side of Egypt, in the 
matter. And on that account there was 
in our treatment of his tomb and of his 
remains an element, an air of vindictive- 
ness, which surely was unworthy of this 
country. I make every allowance for this 
political desire to do away with a focus 
of fanaticism and discontent. But. still 
it remains that there was a cruel outrage 
performed, what in all civilised countries 
would be considered a cruel outrage and, 
I cannot help adding, a gross blunder, IE 
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ever there was a case where an act | away an unpleasant topic ; but because of 


may be considered to be worse than 
a crime—to be a blunder—it was this. 
It is singular how often, as any one of us 
may observe, it is not the most exalted 
aspect of a case which is most forced on 
our minds. It is the humbler and more 
familiar aspect, and this act seems to me 
to have been an infraction not only of 
sound policy, but of good feeling and 
good taste, I would even say of good 
manners. If I were to explain to the 
House exactly how it strikes me I would 
employ an illustration which I hesitate to 
use because it may be thought hardly 
equal to the dignity and seriousness of 
the debate. I recall to my mind a picture 
drawn by a man who had a singular 
knowledge of human nature—the late 
John Leech—in which he represented a 
fine lady sitting in a room with two 
children playing in a corner. The little 
girl complains to her mother of the con- 
duct of her brother. ‘Is he not wicked, 
mamma?” she says; “he is swearing.” 
“ My dear,” says the mother, “it is worse 
~than wicked, it is vulgar.” I believe 
that that is an exact illustration of the 
sort of feeling with which we regard 
what has happened on this occasion, as far 
as we understand it, and subject to the 
explanations which may come from the 
bench opposite. But although I have this 
strong feeling as to this particular event 
—although I reprobate it in as strong a 
way as I have stated—yet it appears to 
me that it would be a most exaggerated 
and fantastic view of the matter if we were 
to set a detached, isolated, and compara- 
tively unimportant event—however much 
we reprobate it in itself—against the whole 
mass of labours and risks and successes 
which attach to Lord Kitchener and those 
who served under him. Therefore, although 
sharing the strong feeling entertained in 
many quarters in regard to this particular 
occurrence, I do not see any reason for al- 
tering my opinion as to the vote which is 
now before the Committee. But the 
second of the objections ‘which are held to 


my belief in their temper and character 
and in the moral influences which sway 
their conduct. But there has been, as far 
as Iam aware, no material evidence against 
the British regiments employed, and the 
wild stories which circulated at first have 
been disproved or have been withdrawn, 
But it is alleged that the Sudanese 
battalions did commit excesses of cruelt 
upon the wounded on the field of battle. 
Now, undoubtedly there is great danger 
of uncivilised troops practising in battle, 
and especially at the close of the battle, 
those savage methods of warfare to which, 
in a wilder state, they are habituated, 
That is the case ; and it may be—for we 
have no full information on the subject— 
that there were unnecessary excesses com- 
mitted at Omdurman to some extent, 
Then the best use to which we can put 
that fact is to impress upon those respon- 
sible—whether civilians or soldiers—if 
they wish to preserve our national name 
free from stain, if they wish to prevent a 
degradation in the tone of our own Army 
which co-operates with these troops, if 
they wish to satisfy the universal senti- 
ment of the British people, the urgent 
duty to see that precautions are taken 
against the recurrence of any such 
danger in future. Do not let us deceive 
Nourselves, War is war, and war 
means carnage in every case. But wars 
conducted between savage tribes or 
against savage tribes mean excessive 
carnage, and probably retaliatory carnage, 
to an extent that must be abhorrent to 
every humane and civilised mind. The 
only justification for our being in that 
region of the world at all is that we bring 
to it, slowly and lamely it may be, and in 
circuitous ways, civilisation and peaceful 
development. Let it be an instruction to 
all our officers, while leaving them perfect 
freedom of action—because it is they only 
who know the difficulties, as it is they 
only who incur the risks, of the situation— 
let us impress upon them that they should 








conduct their operations as nearly as 


justify hesitation in assenting to this vote | possible according to the rules of civilised 


is perhaps of a more serious kind. _ It re- 
lates to the treatment of the wounded 
during the campaign and after the battle. 
As to this there has been much conflicting 
evidence, and for my part I candidly say 
that I give most weight to the evidence 
which clears our soldiers of complicity in 
anything inhuman or cruel. I do not say 
that from any desire to huddle up or hide 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


| 
| 





warfare ; and let us see that those officers 
are numerous enough and have authority 
enough to repress the natural barbarism 
of those whom they are obliged to use as 
instruments under them. These are the 
views which I have formed from all that 
I have seen and read and heard of what 
occurred in this campaign. I have dealt 
with the subject imperfectly, because I 
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cannot anticipate what may be said either | graciousness. But there are other things 


in attack or defence on the matter. But 
I have laid down some general considera- 
tions; and I conclude by saying that, 
from these general considerations I see in 
neither of the criticisms which have been 
applied to this vote anything of such pro- 
portion or gravity as can be set against 
the undoubted claim of Lord Kitchener to 

-our grateful recognition ; and therefore I 
shall support, and cordially support, the 
vote before the Committee. 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose Burghs) : 
With much that has been said by the 
First Lord of the Treasury and by my 
right honourable friend I am glad to find 
myself in very considerable concurrence. 
The First Lord of the Treasury stated that 
in September we were watching the close 
of the great Soudan drama which had 
attracted attention and even absorbed it 
for so many years. I wish—and it is the 
only remark that I will make on this 
aspect of the matter—lI could believe that 
we had seen the fall of the curtain on the 
fifth act of the Soudan tragedy. But 
here is another point on which I am in 
absolute agreement with the right henour- 
able Gentleman—to-night is not an occa- 
sion when we can justifiably enter upon 
considerations of policy in any aspect 
whatever. In all that the right honour- 
able Gentleman said on that branch of the 
matter I fully agree. Whatever we may 
think of that policy, Lord Kitchener was 
the instrument—the able and powerful 
instrument—of a policy imposed upon 
him by the Government of this country 
and by this House ; and therefore, what- 
ever we think of that policy ought not to, 
and cannot, stand in the way of our appre- 
ciation of Lord Kitchener’s military merits. 
Upon the question of military merits it 
would be ridiculous for me to offer any 
opinion, and I do not propose to do so. I 
accept from those who are competent to 
pronounce on military matters all that 
has been said by the right honourable 
Gentleman ; though perhaps the reference 
to Carnot as the great organiser of victory 
was a little overdrawn. But I will not 
dwell on that point. Now, I hope the 
House of Commons-—which, after all, is 
an assembly that loves fair play and 
manliness—will believe that to nobody in 
the Committee could it be more disagree- 
able than to me to use any language or 








| 


to think about besides graciousness ; and 
in my judgment the topic referred to and 
dwelt upon by my right honourable friend 
is one of those topics which, as he admits, 
cannot escape notice and criticism in the 
Committee to-night. Upon that point I 
dare say I shall find myself obliged to 
dissent from the majority of the Com- 
mittee ; but I believe the majority of the 
Committee will agree that their praise of 
Lord Kitchener would be worthless if 
they were not willing to hear points of 
criticism and objection. The topic to 
which my right honourable friend began 
by referring was the destruction of the 
tomb of the Mahdi, and the exhumation 
and dispersion of the Mahdi’s remains, 
From the rather impatient manner in 
which in some quarters my right honour- 
able friend’s introduction of that topic 
was listened to, some honourable Members 
would appear to have forgotten what my 
right honourable friend reminded them 
of—the extraordinary feeling of shock 
and disgust which was aroused. — 
of “No.”] The honourable Gentlemen 
who say “No” forget that from no 


| quarter was there more disgust, more 


vividly expressed, than from some of their 
honourable friends below the gangway. 
The honourable Member for Leamington 
the other day made a speech in which he 
regarded what had been done with dis- 
approval. It was in consequence of the 
demonstration of feeling in the House and 
the country that the Government applied 
to Lord Cromer to send his own views 
and to send Lord Kitchener’s defence and 
justification of what had occurred. I 
want to argue this matter in a way which 
will not offend anyone; but we must 
recognise that upon this House there is 
no responsibility, among all those which 
weigh upon us, which weighs more heavily 
than the responsibility of supervising and 
keeping a strict and vigilant watch upon 
what is done by ouragents abroad. Years 
ago an eminent public writer said that 
the Government ought to support its 
agents, in difficulties always, in errors 
sometimes, in crimes never. I am not 
going to argue that I would describe this 
particular transaction as criminal ; but I 
do regard it, not as one of those errors 
into which a wise and good man may 
accidentally fall, but as one of those errors 
against which this House is called upon 


take up any attitude which might seem | by its most supreme duty to register an 
to deprive an act of grace of some of its |, emphatic and formal protest. 1 do not — 
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belong to the school—if school there be— 
which would deal out honours and emolu- 
ments to good public servants with a 
grudging and parsimonious hand, and I 
am not one of those who are not inclined 
to make allowances for men called upon 
to take important decisions in moments 
of emergency. On the contrary, I will 
make all allowance for men in positions of 
that kind; but this was evidently not 
such an occasion. I want to ask the 
Committee and the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether they hold that there is 
no kind of military action for which the 
plea of political necessity is not a good 
defence. Is there no kind of military 
action which could impair the title of such 
an eminent man as Lord Kitchener to a 
special mark of honour from this House ? 
That cannot be contended, and I will give 
an illustration, and it shall be an African 
illustration. It has often been alleged 
that in the Congo State there is a resort 
to cannibal forces—that the Government 
of the Congo State employs, or has em- 
ployed, cannibals to make war on the 
enemies of that Government. I will not 
insult the First Lord of the Treasury by 
asking him whether if it had been brought 
home to a British general that he had 
employed cannibal forces, he would pro- 
pose that this House should give a mark 
of special honour to such a general. Iam 
not going for a moment to embark the 
House on a discussion upon a discrimi- 
nating scale of outrages upon humanity 
or upon natural piety, but I can suppose 
that to a Belgian, at all events, the ex- 
humation of a dead enemy’s remains is 
quite as inhuman, quite as great a viola- 
tion of natural piety, as the employment 
of cannibal forces. I do not say that is 
my opinion, but I think I can imagine a 
Belgian making it a fair defence. He 
would say, “ We are engaged in a great 
civilising and humanising task; in the 
execution of that task the resort to 
cannibal forces is indispensable ; in the 
execution of that task what is indispens- 
able is justifiable,” and therefore his 
syllogism is concluded in his own favour. 
I do not say that, but the Committee will 
agree with me that there are military acts 
which no plea of political necessity can 
possibly justify. Let us look for a 
moment at what this plea of political ne- 
cessity on the papers amounts to. The 
first authority quoted is Lord Cromer. I 
have no wish whatever to disparage the 
authority of Lord Cromer, but I would 
Mr. J. Morley. 
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point out that all Lord Cromer can know 
upon the political necessity of this act 
must be from representations made to him 
by the military authorities. He was 
there himself for a very short time—but 


he committed himself to the view that. 


there was a political necessity for the 
destruction of the tomb. I would ask the 
Committee to listen to another authority, 
who is not inferior to Lord Cromer nor 
to Lord Kitchener himself upon this 
matter. That is a gentleman well known 
by the name of Slatin Pasha, or, as he is 
now, Sir Rudolph Slatin. I see: to-day 
that Sir Rudolph Slatin has. slightly 
changed his view, but in an interview 
which he had in March with a representa- 


.tive of some London newspaper—(cries 


of “Name”)—the London Echo. That 
is a detail; but, be that as it may, the 
authenticity of the interview is not dis- 
puted. ‘“ May we take it,” Slatin Pasha 
was asked, “that the desecration of the 
Mahdi’s tomb, about which so much has 
been said in England, is likely to give the 
last blow to the religious faith of the 
people in the creed of the dead prophet ?” 
Sir Rudolph paused a moment before 
answering. “I don’t think,” he said 
slowly, “that the interference with the 
bones of the Mahdi was a necessary act.” 
Therefore, when the Committee naturally 
is very much affected by the authority of 
Lord Cromer, pray let it bear in mind 
that Slatin Pasha, whose authority is 
higher than Lord Cromer’s, expresses 
dissent from his view—higher as to the 
frame of mind of the people who lived 
there. 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.).—I beg to ask for the name of the 
correspondent. 


Mr. J. MORLEY —It is not a question 
of correspondent ; it is a long interview. 


SIR F. DIXON-HARTLAND (Middle- 
sex, Uxbridge) : Does Slatin Pasha admit 
it 


Mr. J. MORLEY: It is not denied at 
all. I have already stated to the Com- 
mittee that my attention has been called 
to a statement of Slatin Pasha’s in which 
he rather withdraws from that position, 
but not I think categorically. I am not 
going to press that point further. But 
look at Lord Kitchener’s own position, 
and this is, after all, the pith of the 








341 


matt 
whic 
rett 
Kite 
teleg 
quer 
that 
reas 
I kr 
The 
able, 
that 
cent 
shou 
whic 
that 
tion. 
fire 
I an 
dest 
Kite 
«] 
the 
office 
Temo 
rant 
sanct 
prev 
I m 
remé 
this 
pare 
thou 
beca 
polit 


™ tan 


advi 
to 
this 
do } 
the 
ties. 
am: 
tion 
from 
dice 
I thi 
the | 
publ 
time 
Gent 
Mah 
knov 
on tl 
I am 
Sir | 
in th 
the 
mair 
day 


Mah 


S 


Ie @2Oerera sd & J 


Se ee: a ae 


- to ce YE «“— Pe i ee 


~tan officers thought it was politically 





341 Supply—Grant to 


matter. It is the only aspect of the case 
which I shall at all attempt to present 
pretty fully to the Committee. Lord 
Kitchener says, in the despatch which he 
telegraphed to Lord Cromer in conse- 
quence of the rise of feeling in this House, 
that he destroyed the tomb for two 
reasons. These two reasons may, for all 
I know, have been perfectly good ones. 
The first is that it was politically advis- 
able, considering the state of the country, 
that the Mahdl’s tomb, which was the 
centre of pilgrimage and fanatical zeal, 
should be destroyed. The second reason, 
which he had not mentioned before, is 
that the tomb was in a dangerous condi- 
tion, owing to the damage done by shell- 
fire and might have caused loss of life. 
I am not going myself to dwell on the 
destruction of the tomb, but Lord 
Kitchener mentions later that :— 


“Tn consequence of advice given to me after 
the taking of Omdurman, by Mahometan 
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officers, it would be better to have the body 
removed, as otherwise many of the more igno- 
rant people of Kordofan would consider the | 





sanctity with which they surrounded the Mahdi 
prevented us from doing so.” 

I may just call attention to one rather 
remarkable circumstance, namely, that | 
this so-called “removal” was taken ap- | 
parently not because Lord Kitchener | 
thought it a political necessity, not | 
because Lord Cromer thought it a} 
political necessity, but because Mahome- | 


advisable. Therefore, when you come 
to testing the authority upon which 
this revolting proceeding took place, 
do pray bear in mind that it was on) 
the authority of Mahometan authori- 
ties. Has it come to this, then, that on 
a matter affecting our standard of civilisa- 
tion this House is to take the standard 
from Mahometan officers? I have no preju- 
dice against Mahometans, but I confess 
I think it would mark a deterioration of 
the highest principles that have animated 
public life in this country for a very long 
time if that is to be accepted which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite seem to desire. The 
Mahdi set a better example. I do not 
know whether any right hon. Gentleman 
on the front bench will put me right, but 
Iam told, and I believe it is true, that 
Sir Herbert Stewart, who met his death 
in the expedition of 1885, was buried in. 
the Mahdi’s territory, and that the re- 
mains of Sir Herbert Stewart are to this 
day absolutely intact. Therefore, the 
Mahdi and his people paid some respect 
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and veneration to the tomb of a brave 
enemy, which I deplore Lord Kitchener 
did not think it necessary to do. Let the 
Committee test the political necessity. 
It may have been politically advisable to 
make a deep impression on the ignorant 
people of Kordofan, as these Mahometan 
officers said. It is rather remarkable that: 
they are not supposed to have been im- 
pressed by the Maxim guns, or by the 
slaughter, or by the vast exhibition of 
British power and energy. But this re- 
moval of the remains of their own dead 
prophet was to make an impression. If 
that is so, a very plain question arises. 
If the object was to impress the minds of 
these people, why was the operation con- 
ducted in stealth ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: The right hon. 
Gentleman, I am sure, is well informed, 
and he says it was not conducted in 
stealth. Then all the reports I have had 
access to—and I have consulted all that 
are available—are misleading on that 
point. But here Slatin Pasha remains 
exactly where he was. He, at all events, 
like the rest of the public, conceived that 
this operation was done secretly. I 
should be glad if some member of the 
Government would by-and-by explain 
how far I am mistaken on that point. 
What Slatin Pasha said was this— 


“The wrong thing about it was that it was 
done secretly. If it was held desirable to do~ 
this the emirs and sheikhs who still believed 
in the Mahdi should have been summoned, 
and then, with the utmost publicity, and in 
the presence of all, the bones might have been 
removed from the tomb and buried elsewhere, 
showing them that their prophet was nothing 
but an ordinary man. But to do the thing 
secretly was a great mistake.” 

I do not dwell on the phrase “ removal.” 
It is a smooth and almost elegant expres- 
sion for what really happened. And here 
I do not think there is one gentleman in 
this House—I am certain not one soldier 

—who will get up and say that he 
approves or that he does not disapprove 
and even abhor the actual proceeding: 
taken, whether there was a valid political 
necessity or not, of mutilating the body 
of the Mahdi. (Ministerial cries of 
“There was no mutilation.”) Was his 
head not cut off ? (Cheers.) 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No. 








‘ 
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Mr. J. MORLEY: What does Lord | 
Kitchener mean when he says, “ When I | 
left Omdurman for Fashoda I ordered the 
destruction of the tomb. This was done 
in my absence, the Mahdi’s bones being 
thrown into the Nile”? Surely, then, | 
there was mutilation. “The skull only 
was preserved.” I should be only too 
glad if the Government are able to say 
that the head was not severed from the 
body. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
the right hon. Gentleman to suppose, on 
the strength of the phrase which he has 
just read out, that the head was severed 
from the rest of the remains with which 
it was connected ; but, as a matter of fact, 
there wasa mere collection of bones which 
had fallen to pieces by natural processes 
before exhtimation took place. 


- Mr. J. MORLEY : This is a gruesome 
topic! Yes, but you are not to escape 
gruesome topics if your commanders 
indulge in gruesome proceedings. If there 
was no deliberate mutilation—and, of 
course, I accept that and am heartily glad 
to accept it—I have no desire to blacken 
anybody’s character-—it cannot be denied 
that on Lord Kitchener’s own assurance 
“the skull of the Mahdi was preserved 
and handed over to me for disposal.” I 
think the act of digging up the remains 
of a dead enemy and dispersing them— 
and that is not denied—and the appro- 
priation as a kind of trophy, a horrible 
trophy, of the skull of your dead enemy 
is one of those things I need not discuss. 
It has happened in history in two or 
three cases, I can only recall two or 
three, or perhaps four. The French Re- 
volutionists in their frenzy went to the 
Church of St. Lazare and fired into the 


{COMMONS} 





tombs of the Kings and threw their bones 
to the winds. The Kings of France did | 
not perhaps deserve much better. One | 
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objecting to put up a statue to Oliver 
Cromwell, but I em amazed that they 
should think it is a good thing to take up 
his carcase. 


Mr. DILLON: If the right hon. Gen- 


|tleman alludes to me, I did not say it 


was a good thing. I thought it a good 
exemplification of the savage temper of 
this House in those days. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: Now I have one or 
two questions which the Government, in 
vindication of Lord Kitchener himself, 
must answer. When Lord Kitchener left 
Omdurman for Fashoda, what instruc- 
tions did he leave behind? Did he order 
the casting of the remains into the Nile ? 
Did he direct the body to be decently 
interred elsewhere ? When the skull was 
handed over, was it carried off as a 
trophy ? Where was it carried to ? Lord 
Cromer says it is now buried at Wady 
Halfa. When? Was the reinterment in 
consequence or not of the feeling shown 
in this House and the country? Sir, the 
House may think these are slight inci- 
dents. I venture to think it will be a 
very bad day for this House and the 
conntry when such ignoble proceedings 
are treated in this House as trivial and 
when it is felt that they require no justifi- 
cation. This is the question—and here 
is where I venture, with the utmost 
reluctance, to differ from my right hon. 
friend who sits near me—Is this House or 
not to have an opportunity of protesting 
against this ignoble proceeding? I do 
not at all call a perfunctory parenthesis 
a protest on the part of the House. We 
want something more than that. You send 
your soldiers to civilise savages. Take 
care the savages do not barbarise your 
soldiers. What is more important a great 
deal, take care that the maxims, standards, 
and feelings of this House are not bar- 
barised. The more you extend your 


of them, and the greatest of them, had | Empire—and the Colonial Secretary will 
himself perpetrated an act of this kind, | be the first man to agree with me—the 
because at a monastery—with the teaching | more need is there, the more imperative 
of which he happened to disagree—an | is it, that this House should exact from 
exhumation was carried out to the tune | its agents abroad the same standards of 
of 3,000 corpses. So Louis XIV. did not | conduct which we exact at home ; and it 
get worse treatment than he meted out to | will be a bad day indeed if we have one 
others. Then our own journals contain a | conscience for the mother country and 
famous order of the House directing that | another conscience for all that vast terri- 
the carcases of Oliver Cromwell and others | tory over which your eye does not extend. 
should be taken from their graves.| We must be slow in entrusting power far 
(“ Hear, hear” from the Irish benches.) I| away from our control and observation. 
can understand our friends from Ireland | We must strongly insist that that power 
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shall be used in conformity with our own | public grounds alone, he thought it’ his 


principles of humanity. When I used 
some language—which I abide by—on 
this transaction the right hon. Member 
for Manchester rebuked me. It was a 
kind of rebuke, I fancy, that was heard 
in a neighbouring country, or has been 
for some months past, when anyone ven- 
tured to criticise the General Staff. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): What I complained of was that 
the right hon. Gentleman condemned 
Lord Kitchener when he had been told 
inquiries were being made. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: We were not then 
assured of Lord Kitchener’s share in the 
transaction, and I expressly disclaimed 
any wish to censure Lord Kitchener on 
that occasion. So the right hon. Baronet 
is completely wrong. I do not know 
whether many will agree with me or not, 
but this is an occasion, in my view, if 
ever there was an occasion, when, in a 
form that cannot be mistaken, this House 
should show it is capable of expressing 
what I believe to be, and I believe you 
will find to be, the real voice of the con- 
science of this country and those who 
send us here; and it is because I think 


that, and think it most profoundly, that | 


I for one, whatever others may do, must 
say “ No” to this Vote. | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rather 
hesitate to rise again so soon after 
addressing the House, but the right hon. 
Gentleman has put some questions to me. 
He has appealed to me, as representing 
the Government, for some view of the 
transactions to which he has referred— 
transactions, I may say, which, in my 
judgment, whatever view the House may 
take of them, have been thrown into 
most undue and disproportionate promin- 
ence by the course which the right hon. 
Gentleman has thought it fit to take. 
Let us at once agree that the idea that 
any British officer, with our concurrence 
or approval, direct or indirect, should use 
his power to execute vengeance upon a 
dead enemy is absolutely repulsive to all 
the instincts of civilised men, whether 
they be soldiers or civilians. But I do 
not believe that the element of vengeance 
entered in the smallest degree into the 
motive or action of Lord Kitchener, or 


coloured with even the faintest colouring | 


| remind the House of what, I think, they 


the policy which, on public grounds and 


| duty to follow. The right hon. Gentle- 
man talked—and I have heard some people 
talk elsewhere—as if the Mahdi was a 
man against whom Lord Kitchener was 
fighting, as if he was the general conduct- 
ing the force we had opposed and defeated, 
and, the general of our enemy having 
been killed, vengeance was taken on his 
dead remains. I need not remind 
the Committee that the Mahdi had 
been dead twelve years, 
as far as I know, Lord Kitchener 
had never been brought into military 
conflict with him. He did not represent 
the military element against which we 
| were fighting, though he did represent 
| the superstition which lay at the base of 
| that military force. Let me add, to make 
the case with regard to vengeance com- 
plete, that I believe the Mahdi’s family, 
his son-in-law, and other relatives, have 
been treated by Lord Kitchener and the 





| sideration, and if vengeance had. been his 
motive and animating impulse he would 
not have associated the action to which 
the right hon. Gentleman objects with the 
treatment of those most nearly connected ~ 
with the dead false prophet. The right 
| hon. Gentleman has fallen into error on 
another point. He believesthe operation was 
secret. I am informed, on the contrary, 
that it was done publicly, and that 
publicity was an essential part of the 
policy which originally prompted it, and 
that it was deliberately carried out—I 
believe there were British officers present 
—but it was deliberately carried out, by 
| Lord Kitchener’s orders, by the native 
| officers and men of the Soudanese regi- 
|ments. The reason they were selected 
for the duty was in order that they might 
know and transmit the knowledge 
| throughout the length and breadth of the 
| Soudan that the Mahdi was after all not 
| the Heaven-sent prophet they imagined 
| him to be, but belonged to a temporary, 
| false, and dying creed. The right hon. 
Gentleman has criticised not only the 
motives of Lord Kitchener, but the 
strength of the considerations which 
induced him to take the course he did 
take. It is difficult, perhaps impossible, 
for us sitting here comfortably in an 
English June to estimate the political 
and religious considerations which ani- 
| mate the savage superstitions of the black 
| population of the Soudan, but I desire to 
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have forgotten—of the army of occupation, 
the 20,000 men whom Lord Kitchener 
took with him to Omdurman and Khar- 
toum, about a third only were British 
“troops, and that third had to be immedi- 
ately removed. You practically left, and 
intended to leave—it was your policy to 
leave—at Khartoum no more white men 
than were necessary to command your 
native levies. Of whom did _ those 
native levies consist ? In part of Egyptian 
regiments, who also, I believe, were re- 
moved, but they were largely Soudanese ; 
not only so, but they were largely com- 
posed of men who at one time of their 
lives had been disciples of the Mahdi, and, 
more than that, they largely consisted of 
men who had fought for the Khalifa at 
Ferkeh, Atbara, and Omdurman ; they 
were among the men who had rushed up 
to our rifles with that splendid courage 
which has been the admiration of all who 
have read authentic accounts of the 
military transactions of the campaign. 
This handful of British officers were 
going to be left alone in the midst 
of this vast and seething mass of 


native Soudanese, who, up to the very eve. 


of the day when the last of these trans- 
actions took place had been fanatical and 
devoted followers of Mahdism. Was it 
not the first duty of the man responsible 
for the safety of these officers that he 
should, if possible, cut at the very root of 
that fanatical superstition which had been 
the strength of Mahdism for fifteen or 
sixteen years ? The right hon. Gentleman, 
among others, may think that the means 
were ill contrived to attain the end, but 
that it was a matter of first necessity that 
the end should be attained no hon. 
Member who understands the real position 
in the Soudan then and now can possibly 
doubt. Recollect that, though we 
had destroyed, as a fighting body, 
the vast array of. 60,000 men 
shattered outside Omdurman, there re- 
mained in Kordofan, Darfur, and else- 
where in the Soudan garrisons of the 
Khalifa the vast tribes who had been 
devoted followers of the Mahdi, and who 
were wavering in their allegiance to the 
Khalifa. Lord Kitchener was of opinion, 
and I believe is of opinion, that had he 
not pursued the course he did pursue 
these tribes, instead of throwing in their 
lot with us and accepting our rule, would 
have continued to follow Mahdism, with 
consequences, not to this country only, 
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suggest themselves to the mind of every 
man who has followed the history of the 
-great Nile basin during the last 20 years. 
This great fabric of the Mahdist tyranny 
rested on two bases. In the first place it 
hadamilitary basisofarmed strength, brutal 
and unceasing cruelty and tyranny, which 
never for a moment relaxed its grip ; and, 
on the other hand, it rested on the super- 
stitious belief of a most superstitious 
population in the supernatural character 
of the prophet who had brought this 
phase of Mahometanism into being. We 
shattered the first of these foundations at 
Ferkeh, at Atbara, and Omdurman ; we 
shattered it at a cost of many valuable 
lives of our own countrymen and allies, 
we shattered it at the cost of an appall- 
ing slaughter—appalling but necessary 
slaughter—of those arrayed against us ; 
and is Lord Kitchener to be blamed 
because he destroyed the other founda- 
tion of Mahdism, without inflicting a 
wound on a single individual—without, 
so far as I know, doing anything which 
can be described as hurting the religious 
convictions of any human being—without 
battle, without slaughter, without inflicting 
death, pain, suffering, or loss upon anyone } 
If it be true, as Lord Kitchener believed and 
believes, that the course he then took— 
a course not dictated by vengeance or 
hostility to a dead foe, but a course 
simply intended to preserve the future of 
the Soudan from that which had been its 
curse in the past—if he is right in sup- 
posing that that policy did produce its 
effect, and that it is owing to that policy 
that at this moment Darfur and Kordofan 
are faithful to British and Egyptian rule, 
and that at this moment the Khalifa, 
instead of making fresh head and leading 
new troops against our men, finds himself 
the leader of a rapidly diminishing body 
of discouraged followers—if, I say, that 
was the result, will any man get up here 
and blame him? It is very easy, it is a 
very simple matter, in the name of 
civilisation and morality, and in the 
security of Britain, with the ease and con- 
ditions of civilised life around us, to 
blame one who in a critical moment took 
a decision of which you disapprove. You 
have no responsibility now for the safety 
of the English officers to whom you com- 
mitted the charge of the Soudan ; it is 
not on your shoulders the blame would 
fall if by a recrudescence of this blood- 
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step from the recrudescence of Mahdism 
to the absolute destruction of every white 
man from north to south of the Soudan. 
That was the problem Lord Kitchener 
had to face. All that could be done by 
successful fighting, by brilliant feats of 
arms, by undaunted courage, had been 
done, and for the moment the forces of 
the Khalifa were shattered and flying. 
He had still to deal with that more subtle 
malady chronic in the Soudan—the super- 
stitious malady which easily believes in 
the prophetic mission of some _ blood- 
thirsty pretender to religious eminence, 
a belief which, when it once gains 
head, can only be crushed, as we have 
crushed it, at a vast cost of life, labour, 
and money. I can hardly imagine the 
right hon. Gentleman the member for 
Montrose having to take a decision in 
face of the living reality with which he 
had to deal; but if I can imagine the 
right hon, Gentleman being told after the 
fall of Khartoum that he had to choose 
between the disinterment of the Mahdi’s 
body on the one hand and with it the 
destruction of the superstition which the 
Mahdi created over a vast area of the 
Soudan, and, on the other hand, a possible 
recrudescence of the difficulties from 
which we have suffered so much, and as a 
consequence of those difficulties the 
probable destruction of men of our own 
blood and country who had served us long 
and well, and whom we had left there in 
the midst of an alien population to bring 
to them the blessings of peace and 
civilisation—if, I say, I could conceive 
the right hon. Gentleman having to 
decide then and there what line he would 
take, I greatly doubt whether his policy 
would have widely differed from that 
Lord Kitchener adopted. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: I would have re- 


turned the remains to the ground. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman says he would have put the 
remains in the ground again, and possibly 
that might have been a better course ; 
but let it be remembered, when the right 
hon. Gentleman talks as if these bones 
had been tossed with every circumstance 
of ignominy into the first receptacle that 
could be found for them, that that was 
not the case. There were no circum- 
stances of ignominy, and from such infor- 
mation as I have obtained I learn that no 
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duced on the native population. I believe 


that anything in the nature of cremation, 
which to other ideas would probably have 
been more desirable, would have been 
regarded by them as the last insult that 
could have been offered, but as I am 
informed what was actually done had no 
such result. But, afterall, the distinction 
does not appear to be so great as the right 
hon. Gentleman supposes, and even were 
it greater than it is are we in a debate 
intended to do honour and confer reward 
for long years of faithful, responsible, and 
anxious service, carried out under unex- 
ampled difficulties with unexampled skill, 
to dwell at this disproportionate length 
upon what, even in the corrected view of 
the right hon. Gentleman, would appear to 
have been a mere error of judgment? I 
hope I have in the argument I have 
developed said something which will not 
only bring back the discussion to its true 
proportion, but will also show that in the 
course he adopted Lord Kitchener was 
animated by none of those mean, con- 
temptible motives too rashly, and surely 
most foolishly, attributed to him. — Sir, 
rightly or wrongly—as I believe, rightly 
—he took a general survey of the whole 
situation in the Soudan as he found it, 
and, with the tremendous responsibility on 
his shoulders of seeing that the lives of 
our officers left there in command of 
Soudanese troops were not again to be 
sacrificed as too many lives have in the 
past been sacrificed, he took a decision, 
not one, I well believe, agreeable to him- 
self, but dictated by a high sense of his 
duty to the country he served and to the 
country of which he was the conqueror. 
I hope that the right hon. Gentleman, 
who I fully recognise has performed a 
task which to himself must have been ex- 
tremely disagreeable with all moderation, 
will feel that enough has been said upon 
this topic and that we may with every 
advantage now proceed to the termination 
of the discussion and a decision on the 
Vote. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
If there is one thing more deplorable 
than another in connection with the 
perpetration of these barbarities by an 
army commanded by a British general, 
that is that they should be defended by 
the Leader of the House. 
which has been made amounts to this, 
that because we were making use of 


such impression of ignominy was pro-| barbarous instruments we therefore must 
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have recdiirse to barbarous methods. The 
country ought, in view of the further use 
of Soudanese troops, to know that such is 
the consequence of the employment of 
savage troops in the service of the British 
Government. The leader of the Opposi- 
tion has admitted that there are two 
grave matters which we ought justly to 
consider in connection with this Vote: 
one, the treatment of the tomb and 
body of our dead enemy, and _ the 
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to kill a wounded man. If a wounded 
man has arms and is resisting, or shows 
clearly that he intends to resist, he is a 
combatant just like any other, and must 
be treated as such ; but when the wounded 
were killed, not because they had weapons 
and showed that they intended to use 
them, but simply because they were lying 
in the way of advancing troops, then that 
is taking a very great and terrible re- 





sponsibility, and it is a matter which 


other the treatment of our wounded | needs to be hedged round with the 


enemies on the field of _ battle. 
My right hon. friend has said, and justly 
said, that as far as the British troops are 
concerned no very grave charges of in- 
humanity had been brought against 
them. I hold and believe that that is 
the case, although there were isolated 
cases of inhumanity, established on their 
own testimony, as some of them have 
written letters on the subject which have 
been published in this country. I think 
that even in these isolated cases things 
were done which we must all regret. But 
there is a far graver question, and that is 
the conduct of those native troops on whom 
we largely relied in this campaign and 
upon whom we have apparently come to 
entirely rely in order to hold the country. 
No one can suppose that this is a plea- 
sant subject to raise in this House, or 
that anyone would raise it out of light- 
ness of heart or from any political or 
party motive; and the leader of the 
House will do me the justice to believe 
that in speaking of it I am not actuated 
by any such motives. But the House is 
entitled to -know, so far as can be 
known, what did happen in regard to this 
grave, this terrible matter. I do not 
retend to be able to lay the whole facts 

fore hon. Members—it is quite impos- 
sible for any private person to do so— 
and all I can attempt to establish is that 
there is a strong case for inquiry, and 
that, in face of the facts they already 
knew, the House should not be asked to 
confer a signal mark of honour and favour 
in respect of the conduct of the cam- 
paign until it has caused the matter 
to be sifted to the very bottom. 
It is admitted on all hands that the 
wounded were killed in the course of 
the battle of Omdurman, as probably they 
have been killed in every battle in the 
Soudan since we have been engaged with 
this savage and relentless enemy. No 
rational man would for a moment contend 
that in no circumstances is it justifiable 


Mr. C. P. Scott. 





greatest possible care and precaution by 
the commander of the force, who must 
make the utmost possible effort to let 
the troops understand clearly what 
is expected of them, to prevent 
them going beyond the border-line of 
what is an extremely slippery slope, and 
who must also take care that there is a 
sufficient supply of officers thoroughly in- 
structed in their duty to restrain the very 
unruly and barbarous material under 
their command. Was that done on this 
occasion? Sufficient proof that it was 
not done can be brought before the 
House. When I some time ago asked 
what orders were given I was informed 
that no orders were given on that occasion 
different from those given on other occasions, 
That does not carry us very much further, 
and we have not been able to learn what 
were the orders or what was exactly 
expected of the officers and of the troops. 
We ought to know. I believe it is the 
fact that no general order was given in 
regard to the treatment of the wounded. 
That has been stated by General Gatacre, 
and that fact is part of my complaint. 
An order ought to have been 
given, remembering the troops that 
were employed and what had oe- 
curred on previous occasions. But that 
some orders were given was proved by 
statements in the private letters of our 
own soldiers, and although I am not pre- 
pared to take the word of these men— 
many of whom are not men of education, 
and are not used to weigh their words 
very carefully—as to the exact nature of 
the order, this, at least, emerges as abso- 
lutely certain, that even our own soldiers 
did not understand clearly that they were 
to discriminate, as they ought to dis- 
criminate, between a wounded enemy 
who was dangerous and another who was 
not. The House should remember that 
the letters from which I am about to 
quote extracts were written, not for any 
ulterior purpose, but simply as repre- 





353 


senti 
troop 
Lieut 
educé 

a) 
issued 
over | 
Priva 
Fusil: 

“Tl 
or aliy 
Priva 
wrote 

“As 
all the 
Then 
the B 

“Th 
dervis 
bayon 
while 
from 

“ Be 
order ¢ 
undert 
seen tl 
The / 
ing fr 

«At 
battle! 


and w 
were W 





From 
mony 
least 
neglig 
precisi 
thoug] 
have 
battle 
come | 
Matte! 
waging 
would 
vietori 
are ce 
metho 
we wol 
lar circ 
admit 
part 
signal 
who sk 
their y 
less th 
fact dc 
dence 
what v 
the na 
given, 


Vol 








52 


Ws 


ist 
ed 


ns 


ng 
at 
"e- 


— OS 


— ae 


a oF HOS 








353 Supply—Grant to 


troops by the orders they had received. 


Lieutenant Fison, presumably a man of 


education, wrote : 


“Previous to the advance the Sirdar had 


issued orders that all wounded dervishes passed 
over had to be killed.”’ 
Private Pendlebury, of the Lancashire 
Fusiliers, wrote : 

“The order was to bayonet every one, dead 
or alive, as we passed them.” 
Private Barlow, of the same regiment, 
wrote : 

“As we advanced we were ordered to kill 
all the wounded that we met.” 
Then a soldier, in his diary, published in 
the Birminghum Argus, said- 
wounded 
shot or 


“The order was given that all 
dervishes met with were to be 
bayoneted ” ; 
while the Chronicle thus quoted 
from a private soldier : 


a letter 


“Before the battle began they gave the | 


order out, and as we advanced they were lying 
underneath the bushes. You ought to have 
seen the men bayonet them.” 
The /Vestminster Gazette quoted the follow- 
ing from a soldier’s private letter— 
“After the battle we advanced over the 
battlefield, when we had to walk over the dead 
and wounded enemy. All the enemy who 
were wounded were quickly bayoneted.” 
From such perfectly spontaneous testi- 
mony the House must conclude that at 
least there was a very considerable 
negligenee, a very considerable want of 
precision, a very marked want of fore- 
thought, on the part of those who should 
have thought of the wounded on the 
battlefield. I hope the time will never 
come when the House will idly treat this 
matter, and think that because we are 
waging war with barbarous enemies, who 
would give no quarter if they were 
victorious, we should treat them when they 
are defeated after their own barbarous 
methods and refuse them the privileges 
we would grant toa civilised enemy in simi- 
larcircumstances. I am willing not only to 
admit but to claim that there were on the 
part of our own troops many cases of 
signal humanity, and that many dervishes 
who showed that they had thrown away 


their weapons were allowed to pass harm- | 


less through the British lines; but that 


fact does not do away with the other evi- | 


But 


dence of acts which all must regret. 


what was the impression produced upon 
the native troops by the orders that were | 
given, and what was their conduct? If 
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it is the case that we are to depend 
almost exclusively upon these black troops, 
the conduct of these men in the field 
becomes a very serious matter, and so also 
does the question of how they are to be 
restrained from pursuing their natural 
instincts of brutality and barbarism. As 
to their conduct at the battle of Omdur- 


/man, the only evidence obtainable is that 
| of officers and correspondents who were 
| present. 


The first that I will quote is 
Mr. Cross, who died shortly afterwards 
from the effects of enteric fever in the 
Soudan. He was a very brave and very 
Mr. Stevens, in his 


him as “quiet, gentle, patient, brave, 


| sincere—the type of an English gentle- 


man.” Such a man was not likely to 
bear false witness in a matter in which 
the reputation of his own country was 
But he said : 


“Tt was about 8.15 when the fight at the 

zareba was over, and about nine o’clock orders 
were given for the zareba to be opened and a 
general advance made in the direction of 
Omdurman. One of the chief features of this 
advance was the conduct of the black eamp 
followers, who hurried out in front of the lines 
and hastily looted the dead and wounded. 
They took good eare that the latter were soon 
numbered with the former. It was a shameful 
sight to see them shooting down the stricken 
dervishes at such close quarters that many of 
the bodies were set on fire, and the smell of 
burning flesh was added to the horrors of the 
battlefield. So careless were they in their 
shooting that one ran as much risk of being shot 
by them during the advance as by the enemy. 
At least four men in the Warwicks were struck 
by these reckless shooters, who continued their 
grisly task throughout the day, stripping off 
the jibbehs, rifling the pockets, and gathering 
sheaves of spears and swords. Many a jibbeh 
which will be exhibited in triumph after this 
campaign has been bought at the price of the 
life of a wounded man. In a few cases a re- 
volver was necessary in self-defence, but the 
wholesale slaughter that was carried on by 
the blacks was indefensible.” 
That statement relates only to the black 
camp followers, but some precautions 
ought to have been taken to keep these 
in hand and prevent their bloodthirsty 
and brutal instinets bringing discredit on 
the army. I asked a question on this 
matter, and was promised an answer, but 
none has been given, Lord Kitchener 
having never referred to that part of the 
subject. If, however, it is only a matter 
of camp followers it would be a compara- 
tively small matter, but I am sorry to say 
that is very far from being the case. Mr. 
Maxwell, the special correspondent, after 
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describing what happened immediately | was present throughout with the native 


after the repulse of the attack on the 
zareba, said : 

“Some of the Sirdar’s Soudanese were cau- 
tiously making their way across the field of 
battle, their duty being one which, however 
hateful it may seem to the theoretical humani- 
tarians, warfare against a savage horde like 
the followers of the Khalifa makes imperative. 
There is no need to dwell on such incidents, as 
the Sirdar’s black troops were doing what had 
to be done to make a safe path across the 
scene of conflict.” 


Then Mr. Charles Williams, one of the 
most cool-headed and most experienced 
of correspondents, included in his telegram 
to the Chronicle describing the battle a 
passage which was deliberately struck out 
by the censor. Mr. Williams subsequently 
wrote : 





“ A most material passage in my description 
of the affray—for one must sacrifice all sense 
of proportion to call the affair of September 
2nd a battle—was suppressed without the 


slightest intimation ef the fact being com- | 


municated to me. When I am asked, 
therefore, why I omitted such a_ striking 
incident, it is necessary to explain that 


I did not. After the first phase of the fight the | 


Sirdar, with his staff, moved to the right, and 
I accompanied them. . . . While I was going 
on a staif officer of the British division called 
out to me, ‘Come along; 
Omdurman.’ Sol started by a short cut to 
join the British division, a few minutes before 
the dervishes made their second attack, which 
so seriously threatened Macdonald’s brigade. 
I witnessed this from a commanding position 
on the hill. 
had crossed a portion of the slaughter-ground 
in the first phase, and had witnessed within a 
few yards of me the way in which native 
soldiers were killing all the dervishes wounded 
in that part of the field, because some of the 
wounded had thrown spears or javelins at the 
troops. Moved by indignation (though at 
Abu Klea I had a spear thrown at myself, and 


the man who threw it had his head blown off 


by a Grenadier Guardsman) I was about to 
appeal to some senior officer, for I saw no 
British executive oflicer with the Gippies, 


when a medical officer advised me to retire, as | 


the bullets were flying about recklessly. My 
description of the scene was excessively mild 
—-hut it was suppressed. I do not say the 
slaughter after the fight was wholly unpro- 
voked. Ido say it was excessive, and ought 
to have been checked.” 


There was only one other statement I 
will read to the House. It fills in the 
details of the occurrence. It is an ex- 
tract from a private letter, and I shall be 


glad to give the name of the writer to | 


the Leader of the House if he desires it, 
as proof of my good faith. The letter 
was not written for publication, but it 
was sent to a friend by the writer, who 
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But in reaching that position I | 


| brigades. He said : 

“ After attack on zareba the fire zone was 
scattered with dead and dying dervishes, 
| When the force advanced in échelon of 
| brigades from the left the British brigades 
happened to pass over ground which was 
| practically clear of bodies, but the natives of 
| Maxwell’s brigade, whom I accompanied, 
marched in a broadish formation (column of 
| double companies) across that part of the 
| ground where the attack had been most of all 
| pressed home. . . . I rode out of the 
zareba, just ahead of this native brigade, in 
| order to look at some of the dervishes. 1 trotted 
| out slowly, but immediately found myself 
|under a heavy fire from these men in 
|my rear, and, turning round, I saw that the 
| front ranks of Maxwell’s brigade, in a fairly 
well-preserved formation, were shooting inde- 
pendently—i.e. each man _ shooting as he 
thought good—at dead and dying dervishes, 
I turned round, and came in circuitously 
behind the ranks, and went across the field 
| with them till I was sick. Men dropped out 
of the ranks here and there and potted men 
who were dying and then striped them. 
They as a rule before stripping them both shot 
and bayoneted them, to make sure they were 
| dead. If any heap of dervishes was in the 
| way, four or five men would fire a volley before 
| approaching it. One or two of the wounded 
screamed and crawled up and begved to be 
| let off, and that was excruciatingly heart- 
rending to see, because the Soudanese then 
jabbed them, with a noisy laugh. I stopped 
about fifteen to twenty minutes, and I must 
have seen a great many men killed like that in 
that time. Behind the ranks came a fringe of 
camp followers, who were shooting and looting 
every where, and who positively made it danger- 
| ous to be anywhere near them. ‘They over- 
burdened themselves with all sorts of loot, 
which they dragged off the dead dervishes. | 
saw no single live dervish at any point within 
300 or 400 yards of the ground over which Max- 
well’s brigade advanced after they had passed 
by. I talk solely of what happened under my 
own nose, and I only speak of those things of 
the occurrence of which I am as positive as 
that I breathe. You may say that it was 
necessary for the safety of the advancing 
troops. That is a matter for discyssion. 
only mention the fact that from about 8.15 to 
about 9 practically the whole of the front 
ranks of Maxwell’s brigade, with whom I was, 
were engaged close by me in shooting and 
bayoneting every wounded man _ they saw; 
that I saw some fall out of the ranks to do so, 
and driven back, non-commissioned officers 
swearing at them, &c., and that behind there 
| was a crowd of excited camp followers doing 
what I have said. I left these natives at 
about 8.40. and rode eastwards towards the 
river. The shooting went on just as much for 
the next twenty minutes at least some half- 
mile to my right rear, but I was not actually 
with them then. 

“ After the second phase of the hattle, which 
you know about, [ was with Lewis’s brigade. 
These were formed at one time at right angles 
| to Macdonald’s. Subsequently the two brigades 

were in line, with their backs towards the 
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river, and in that formation they advanced | wretched wounded men crawling down at 
| the rate of some 300 or 400 yards a day, 


westwards, when the attack had been repelled, 
for a distance of about 14 mile. All this 
ground was thickly covered with dead and 
dying dervishes. I accompanied Lewis’s 
brigade. I was shoulder to shoulder be- 


tween two battalions, who were deployed 
in the firing line throughout. There 


was no conceivable reason for excitement or 
angry ferocity on the part of the men. They 
had never been in any danger so long as they 
went on shooting, and they knew it. There- 


fore there was no excuse for the way they | 
: ’ | dents who went out 


behaved when we passed over the ground when 
everything was over. When there were 
thick clumps of bodies (as there were re- 


and crawling across the river without 
anyone to help them. Even a week after 
that, he went on to the battlefield again, 
and there some of these wretched men 
were still suffering these agonies. I think 
that is a terrible state of things, for 
these men were not just a few here and 
there isolated cases, but the correspon- 
a week after the 


| battle saw hundreds of these poor men on 


peatedly) in our way the regiments were halted | 


and made to fire a volley. 
I heard no order to 
wasn’t necessary, for these men—and I noticed 
the 15th battalion especially—fell out of the 
ranks in order to stalk wounded dervishes, and 
crept up behind them and potted them in the 
small of the neck. Officers swore, but the men 


Except for that, | 
kill the wounded. It | page Aes 
to sustain life. 


saw red and wouldn’t stop —paid no attention. | 
I saw an officer hit a man with the flat of his | 


sword for this. 
back into the ranks, because it wasn’t tolerable 
tosee. This went on till about twelve o'clock, 
and then the order to cease fire was given. I 
don’t speak of any other brigades, because I 
was only close with these two at those times, 
and it was not possible to give evidence which 
is absolutely indubitable in every detail unless 
you are quite close.” 


Now I venture to say, after such a narra- 
tive with regard to the conduct of these 
troops, no one could possibly defend deeds 
of that kind. Everybody must regret 
such conduct, and everybody must feel 
that things of this kind could only 
happen if the whole of our Sudanese 


I went and kicked one myself | 


the banks of the river crawling about and 
trying to get what little shelter they 
could find, and they were doing their best 
Considering that a single 
steamer would have sufficed to have 
brought all these men to Omdurman, I 
think it is deplorable that a steamer was 
not set aside for this purpose, and that a 
more systematic and organised effort was 
not made to bring these men back and 
properly provide for them. I asked the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he considered that these 
men should be treated on the same terms 
as the wounded soldiers of’civilised armies, 
and whether the convention as to the 
conduct of war did not provide that the 
wounded ofall nations should be brought in. 


| The right hon. Gentleman replied that as 


warfare was thoroughly rotten, and if the | 


general in charge of the troops had given 
up any attempt to restrain this kind of 
excesses. At any rate, I think that this 
House, before it is called upon to give the 
Vote which it is now asked to give, is 
entitled to have these matters sifted to the 
bottom, that it is entitled to know who is 
responsible for these things, and to have 
some assurance, in the words of the Leader 
of the Opposition, that every possible pre- 
raution will be taken in the future that 
unhappy events of this kind shall not 
happen again. There is one other matter 
which I think is almost as painful as the 
treatment of the wounded upon the 
battlefield, and that is the failure to 
bring them adequate succour when the 
battle was over. I am aware that 
something was done, but it was quite 
insufficient, to bring succour to the 
wounded. Lieutenant Churchill has des- 
cribed how, three days after the battle, he 
went over the field and found these 


much as possible should be done in that 
direction, but my complaint is that it was 


not done in this case. Many of the 
steamers I know were wanted for other 
purposes, but I think the claims of 


humanity ought to have come before these 
other necessities, and at least one of the 
steamers might have been spared to bring 
succour to these miserablemen. I should 
not have taken advantage of this occasion 
to bring forward this subject, and I should 
have been glad to have brought it forward 
earlier upon the Supplementary Esti- 
mates for the service in the Soudan, but 
I was told that it could not then be raised 
because Lord Kitchener was not paid out 
of those Estimates; and I was told that this 
was the stage when the matter might be 
brought forward, because Lord Kitchener, 
as the Sirdar, was paid out of Egyptian 
and not out of British money. I think I 
have at least shown that there is matter 
here for the gravest possible consideration 
of this House. We are probably now 
only at the beginning and not at the end 
of our Soudanese troubles. I believe 
that we are probably at the beginning 
of a series of conflicts with savage enemies 


as fierce probably as those we were 


M 2 
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engaged in upon this occasion. This | 
is of vital importance in the future when | 
we are employing troops which are not 
our own, and not animated by the tradi- 
tions of the British Army, and which are 
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probably very much under-officered by | 


white officers. Therefore it is of the most 
vital consequence that steps should be | 
taken which will render it impossible that | 


things of this kind shall happen again. | 


I shall perhaps be told that I am attack- 


ing the honour of the British Army, but | 


I do not think that the honour of the 


British Army has anything to fear from | 


an investigation of the facts as to what | 
was done on this occasion, or upon any | 
other occasion. I do think, however, 
that we should take great care that | 
nothing shall be done at any future time 
which may bring discredit upon our arms. 
I claim that none of us, at least on this | 
side of the House, are called upon to vote | 
for this grant until this matter has been 

sifted to the bottom, and until it has | 
been shown that we have some guarantee 
that the deeds which followed the battle | 
of Omdurman will not occur in the 


future. 
*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD 
(York): I am at a loss to conceive why 


my right hon. friend the Leader of the 
House wants to close this debate so soon. 
This question has excited great interest 
in the country, and not only that, 
but it is a question which affects the 
honour of the British Army. I should 
have thought, therefore, that my right | 
hon. friend would have rather encouraged 
the debate on this matter so as to have 
thoroughly cleared up the question ; and 
if the debate goes 
certain that Lord Kitchener will be found 
to have done the right thing in regard to 
this question. Now the two points which 
I should like to touch upon, and which are 
interesting the country so much, are these : 
Was it necessary to disentomb the Mahdi, 
and was the disentombment done in an 
honourable manner ? With regard to the | 
second point, I quite agree with my right 
hon. friend the Leader of the House | 
that it might have been done in a very 
much better manner. For my part, Ishould 
like to have seen the remains not only 
taken away and buried somewhere else, but 
taken away with some sort of ceremony 
and respect for the dead, which sentiments 
everybody ought to hold. That is the 
point which woke up the British public, 


Mr. C. P. Scott. 


on I feel perfectly | 
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because the chivalry of our country does 


not like to think that the remains of a man 
| whohad foughtagainstus have been treated 
with some sort of spite. Then there is 
another point, and it is as to the manner 
in which the disentombment was carried 
/on. I was very glad to hear the right hon. 
Gentleman say that there was no silence or 
' secrecy about it, but that it was done pub- 
licly by the men under Lord Kitchener’s 
|command. As far as the act of disen- 
tombment is concerned, I am certain that 
every military and naval man deplores 
the way in which it was done, for it was 
not done according to our own traditions 
of English chivalry. Now as to the point 
‘whether it was necessary. Remember, 

| Lord Kitchener, as I understand it, gave 
the order for the disentombment of the 
Mahdi, and I hold most strongly that 
| Lord Kitchener was absolutely Tight in 
giving that order, and I will endeavour 
n|to show the Committee why, if hon. 
Members will be good enough to listen 
ito me. Lord Kitchener gave the 
order for the disentombment, — but 
he did not see it carried out, and I say 
that they did not carry it out on the lines 
‘which the British people desire that it 
| should be carried out. Lord Kitchener, 
however, takes the full responsibility, and 
by so doing he adopts the old chivalrous 
method of our military people—he takes 
the full responsibility of all that happened, 
although he had absolutely no connection 
with the way in which it was carried out. 
I believe that Lord Kitchener just as 
much regrets the way in which his orders 
were carried out as everybody else does 
who has studied the question. Now, as 
to the point of necessity. The disen- 
tombment of the Mahdi’s remains 
was necessary simply to secure that 
there should be no revival of that re- 
ligious fanaticism which undoubtedly 
would have occurred if the Government 
had allowed the Mahdi’s remains to 
remain where they were. In the East, 
when once the Mahometan people make 
a holy place, or make a saint of one of 
their leaders, his tomb becomes a place to 
which they go for the purpose of raising 
fanaticism in the times that may follow, 
/and everybody knows that that is the 
case. Now I wish to take, most respect- 
‘fully, issue with the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Montrose upon this 
point. I say this with great respect and 
| with great earnestness that, so far as I 
| can judge from the right hon. Gentle- 
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man’s writings and by his teachings, he 
is no judge of religious fanaticism what- 
ever. I say this with respect because, as 
I understand what he has written, he does 
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not regard religious fanaticism as any- | 


thing that can ever be powerful, because 
he says himself that he does not under- 
stand the question at all. That being so 
I cannot accept the right hon. Gentleman 
as a guide as to what should be done to 
check this religious fanaticism. With 
regard to the reason why Lord Kitchener 
disentombed the Mahdi, the First Lord of 


the Treasury has already pointed out that | 
half his army were old Mahdists, and that | 


was a very important point. Remember 
that these men and the Mahometan officers 
serving under Lord Kitchener were the 
men who went to Lord Kitchener and 
proved to his satisfaction that unless this 
false religion and this false prophet were 
proved to be false these risings would 
continue, and they told him that the only 


way he could prove it was by disentomb- | 


ing the Mahdi. They pointed out to 
Lord Kitchener that they would have the 
greatest difficulty in the future in govern- 
ing the Soudan if this were not done, 
because fanaticism must be revived. 
Then as to the tribes. Lord Kitchener 
has not had very easy work—and_ he 
is not going to have very easy work— 
in governing all these tribes. Most of 
these tribes [ knew myself in the Soudan, 
and they have all been nearly decimated 
under the banner of Mahdism. You may 
say that the Mahdi did not do it, but the 
Khalifa decimated them in the name of 
the teachings of the Mahdi, and all these 
tribes would naturally wish that it should 
be proved that the Mahdi himself was a 


false prophet, and that could only be done | 


by disentombing him. On the one side 
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I entirely sympathise with the right hon. | 


Gentleman’s views in respect to the 
treatment of the dead ; but, after all, it is 
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| was only one man in history who even 
approached the atrocity, the bloodshed, 
and the murders that went on in the 
Soudan under the direction of the Mahdi 
and the Khalifa, and under the guise and 
religion of the Mahdi, and that man was 
Ibrahim Pasha. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Montrose does not 
believe in the power of religious fana- 
ticism—— 


Mr. J. MORLEY: The noble Lord 
cannot have read my writings, or else he 
would have seen that fanaticism was gene 
of the things I have written most about. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I un- 
derstood the right hon. Gentleman to argue 
that religious fanaticism was so absurd 
that he could not admit its power, but I 
am not a literary man. Let me give an 
instance of religious fanaticism which 
occurred when I was in the Soudan. 
There was a great sheikh captured, and 
he was brought into the presence of a dis- 
tinguished general who questioned him 
about the Mahdi. The general said to 
him, “Is this man a man of God?” 
“Certainly,” replied the sheikh. ‘“ And 
how do you know ?” asked the general, 
and the sheikh answered, ‘“ Because he 
performed miracles.” ‘ Does he ?” asked 
the general. ‘“ What miracles has he per- 
formed lately?” ‘Well, he came down 
to Khartoum and he wanted to go to 
Omdurman and he had no boat. He 
prayed, and an alligator came up out of 
'the Nile and carried him to Omdurman.” 


“And did you see it?” asked the 
general. “Oh, no,” replied the sheikh ; 


“but all the people told me, and they saw 
it.” That man actually believed this 
story. But there is a comic side to this 
question, for the general happened to have 
a glass eye, and he said to the sheikh, “ If 
I take out one of my eyes, throw it up in 
the air, catch it, and put it back again, 


don’t you think I ought to be a Mahdi?” 


|“ Yes,” said the sheikh. The general took 


only a theory and a sentiment. On| 
the other side, however, you have 
the hard practical fact that this 
fanaticism would rise again if this | 


was not done, because the people told 
Lord Kitchener so, and they would not 
have told him so had they any doubt in 
their own minds as to whether in the 
future this man might not be regarded as 


out his glass eye, threw it up, caught it as 
it was falling, and put it back again, and 
the shiekh fell on his knees before him 


and said, ‘‘God is great ; you must be the 


asaint in this holy place. There is nothing | 
in history that [| have ever read that | 


can exceed the horrors and the terrors 


that went on in the Soudan before the | 


There 


brilliant victory at Omdurman. 


| 


Mahdi.” I quote this as an illustration 
of what I mean by religious fanaticism. 
Now, the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
is in a very peculiar position in regard 
to this question, and he ought to be 
consistent. The right hon. Gentle- 
man is a trustee of the British 
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Museum, and there can be no such{ uncommonly good financier. For these 
object lesson with regard to the desecra- | reasons I am sorry that there should have 
tion of tombs than there is in the British | been one word brought forward with 
Museum, for there are mummies not only | regard to his qualifications for the grace- 
of distinguished kings, but of people who | ful act that this House is asked to make 
were worshipped and prayed to as gods | towards him. On the other hand, I am 
in the old days, and the right hon. Gen- | very glad indeed that the subject has 
tleman as a trustee of the museum, is; been brought forward, and although I 
more or less responsible for that state of differ from my right hon. friend the 
things. I wish to carry out this} First Lord of the Treasury as to the 
matter to its logical conclusion. Suppose, | advisability of fully and _ thoroughly 
a thousand years hence, another right hon. | debating this question, I believe that the 
Gentleman of the same views as the right | more it is debated the more credit and 
hon, Gentleman opposite may be in the | the more respect will be given to the 
same position; he would think nothing great General who upheld our honour in 
of having dug up the Mahdi, and bringing | the Soudan. 

home to the British Museum _ those 

remains for everybody to look at. Ido) Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): 
think the right hon. Gentleman ought to Hon. Gentlemen opposite appear to 
be consistent about this question. If you | imagine that the opposition on this side 
dig up a man who may have been buried | of the House to the Vote is due solely to 
some two or three thousand years ago, certain acts that were done by Lord 
you may preserve his skull as a relic of Kitchener. Iam free to confess that if 
the past ; but if you dig up the remains of the wounded at Omdurman had _ been 
the Mahdi, you are doing a thing that is well treated, and if we had never heard 
atrocious. With regard to what Lord one word about the Mahdi’s tomb and 
Kitchener did, I feel perfectly certain that the Madhi’s body, I would have voted 
he did the right thing. He was noble against this grant. It seems to be thought 
and big about it; it was not done in the that up to the present time, when a grant 
way that he wished it to be done; but he has been proposed for some successful 
gave the order and he took upon himself , General, it has always been accepted with 
the whole and absolute responsibility | acclamation by the House. That is a 
for everything that was done. My mistake. In the case of the grants to 
right hon. friend the Leader of the | Sir Beauchamp Seymour, afterwards Lord 
House also mentioned the question of Alcester, and to Lord Wolseley, I chal- 
revenge. How could there be any ques- lenged a Division upon them, and had a 
tion of revenge? It was a question of | small measure of support on this side of 
sheer political necessity for the future | the House. Will any hon. Gentleman 
administration of the Soudan. If we tell me why, in the name of goodness, 
wanted to be revengeful, why did we not | when a public servant belonging to the 
imprison the Mahdi’s two sons? We! Army or Navy fulfils his duty efficiently, a 
took them prisoners, but Lord Kitchener | Vote of public money is granted to him ? 
gave them land and liberty because he | Why is a grant never offered to men in 
wished to show that he did not desire to | the Civil Service? Can hon. Gentlemen 
exhibit vengeance but sympathy for} opposite tell me of one single case in 
them, and thus show respect for the man | which any great statesman or prominent 
who had ruled the country for so many | civil servant has been granted, during this 
years. In some respects I am sorry that | century, a Vote of money for exceptional 
this question has been brought forward | services? And yet there have been 
in the way it has, although I believe that | statesmen who have done acts for the 
the more it is discussed the better will | benefit of the country compared to which 
people see that nothing has been done | the deeds of naval and military men were 
which is discreditable to the great General | small. Take Egypt, for instance, where 
we had out there. By his conduct of the | Lord Cromer has distinguished himself 
operations in the Soudan Lord Kitchener | for as many years as Lord Kitchener, 
has not only commanded the admiration| and has.done quite as great service 
of all of us, but he has also commanded |to the country; and yet no one 
the respect of every single nation in|has suggested that Lord Cromer 
Europe, for he has shown himself to be a |should be given a grant of £30,000. 
brilliant administrator and a most | (Cries of “ Divide.”) Unless the closure 


Lord Charles Beresford. 
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is put on, we mean to carry on this dis- 
cussion for some time, and hon. Members 
opposite may safely go away to dinner, 
and put themselves out of their misery. 
I can perfectly understand that in such a 
case as the battle of Waterloo or the 
battle of Trafalgar, on which the fate of 
the entire nation might depend, you 


might vote the victorious general or | 


admiral a sum of money ; but that is one 
of the exceptions that prove the rule. I 
have no feeling against Lord Kitchener, 
but I contend that no such element 
entered into the Soudan campaign. Be- 
sides, there was not that equality between 
the combatants which is necessary 
make a great, important, and serious vic- 
tory. The First Lord of the Treasury 
has praised Lord Kitchener, and I am 
quite willing to agree to everything he 


said in regard to Lord Kitchener’s mili- | 


tary capacity. But I ask, does the First 
Lord suppose that we are so poor in 
generals, that if the task had been given 
to one of many other generals he could 


not have done it equally well and effec- | 


tually as Lord Kitchener? I want to 


point out that it was not by the efforts or | 


| 


to | 
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| 


by the genius of Lord Kitchener that this | 


victory was effected, but because he had | 


the men and the means at his disposal. 
The task was not exceedingly difficult 
from a military point of view. His 
objective was Omdurman; he had time 
and means at his disposal ; he went for- 
ward with his army; he encountered 
no serious military resistance all the 
time ; and naturally he arrived at his 
objective point. I have always observed 
that when some deed of arms has been 
done the Government which is in power 
at the time invariably takes an exaggerated 
view of it, because they consider that if 
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stitution has been wrecked. This habit 
of giving grants of money to successful 
generals is exceptional to this country. 
In no other country would it be done. 
Take America, for instance. Admiral 
Dewey has covered himself with honour, 
and I saw recently in an American news- 
paper that a subscription had been organ- 
ised for him ; but there has been no idea 
or thought of the United States Govern- 
ment proposing a vote of money for him. 
Take, again, Major Marchand; the 
French Government do not intend to 
reward Major Marchand by a money 
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grant. But by marching without an 
army through a country peopled by 
vast numbers of savage tribes he 


performed a more distinguished feat 
than Lord Kitchener did marching with 
his army to Omdurman. [“Oh! Oh!”] 
The result may not have been greater, 
but he did more. It seems to me he is a 
very brave man. If hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site cannot hear the name of Major 
Marchand without murmuring, I will take 
the name of the hon. Member for Lambeth. 
I hold that that hon. Gentleman did a 
greaterdeed by advancing throughall those 
forests, with a few men under him, to the re- 
lief of Emin Pasha, than Lord Kitchenerdid 
in advancing on Omdurman. [‘ Oh! Oh”] 
Well, that is my opinion. On general 
grounds I should oppose this grant, and I 
am perfectly consistent in doing so, 
beeause I have opposed grants before 
now to men equally distinguished. 
But undoubtedly there are special reasons 
why Lord Kitchener’s grant should be 


opposed. There is the case of the 
wounded. My hon. friend behind me 
read extracts from the newspapers in 


regard to the killing of the wounded 
Dervishes. It was stated that if they 


the deed of arms is creditable it reflects | had not been killed they would them- 
some special honour on themselves. Lord | selves have killed those who came to help 


Kitchener has already been largely bene- 
fited by what has occurred. He has 
been made a peer, which is a distinction 
I do not myself appreciate, although he 
may ; he has had promotion, and he will, 
whatever occurs, with the credit due to 
him, have a good billet. We were told 
that the whole Army will rejoice at 
Lord Kitchener getting this money ; but 
it does seem to me that, if you have an 
army that suffered largely from the 
climate and disease, you would do far 
better to give something to the widows 
and orphans of the soldiers who died, or 
to those who survive but whose con- 





them. The number of those who were 
killed is exceedingly remarkable. If we 
acquit the English soldiers of killing the 
wounded, yet there were a large number 
of savages in the army who killed the 
wounded whenever they got the chance. 
Major Stuart-Wortley, a distinguished 
officer, wrote an article in Scribner's 
Magazine in regard to the operations of 
the Arab Irregulars which he commanded. 
These Arabs were ordered by the Sirdar 
to clear the west bank of the Nile in order 
to enable a battery of howitzers to shell 
the Mahdi’s tomb, and to clear the way 
for the entry into Omdurman, How did 
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these Arab Irregulars conduct themselves? | ruffian, Hon. Gentlemen opposite do not 
When about 500 yards from the mud | like us going on with this debate ; but the 
houses they halted, and after a few| longer we go on the better it will be, 
minutes resumed the advance, firing all| because we will bring home to the 
the while. Then they rushed into the | country what actually did take place, 
houses and slaughtered every soul in| Well, Henry VIII. ordered the tomb of 
them. That was not an account by! Thomas a Becket to be desecrated, and 
newspaper correspondents, but by the | his remains thrown to the winds, Every 
commander himself. The fact is that | historian—even Mr. Froude, who had a 
this is a constant practice in African wars ;| passion for Henry V III.—disapprov ed of 
and it is one of the reasons why so many | that action. Since those other ruffians, 
of us on this side of the House specially | the cavaliers of Charles IL, rifled Crom- 
object to those African wars. My right |W ell’s tomb there has been no case of politi- 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition | cal desecration in this country. If hon, 
said he hoped that what cccurred at | Gentlemen refer to The Times of this 
Omdurman would be a lesson to our | morning they will see letters protesting 
officers, and that in future there would | against and denouncing the desecration 
not be the same destruction of wounded | which has taken place in a certain parish in 
men. I expressed that hope in regard to | Southwark, because certain corpses have 
the Matabele campaign ; but in vain. I} been taken up to be buried elsewhere. 
asked “Where are the wounded ?” and | That shows how strong is the opinion in 
could getnoreply. The real reason was that | | this country in reg: rd to these matters, 
all the wounded had been killed. Until | I say again it was a most unsoldierly act 
this House takes very serious notice of | on the part of Lord Kitchener to dese- 
what goes on in these wars, our officers | crate the tomb of the M: ihdi, and to 
will find it difficult to restrain savages, | destroy his remains.  [“ Oh! oh !”] 
While you employ savages abominable | | Whether necessary or unnecessary, it was 
atrocities will take place. I think it | an unsoldierly act. I knew when I said 
would have been much better if the | that it wasan unsoldierly act a good many 
Mahdi’s tomb had not been destroyed. | hon. Gentlemen would say “Oh! oh!” 
It is not the habit of modern nations to | I laid the trap for them. But I suppose 
destroy any monument of the enemy. | they would accept General Wolseley as a 
When Blucher, on the occupation of Paris | proper specimen of a soldier, and Sir 
by the Allies, after Waterloo, wrote | Henry Brackenbury. In 1873-74 General 
orders to blow up the Bridge of Auster- | (then Sir Garnet) Wolseley advanced to 
litz, the Duke of Wellington interfered to | take Coomassie. His military secretary, 
prevent it. Then, about the body of the | Sir H. Brackenbury, published an_ official 
Mahdi. The First Lord said that the narrative of what took place. When the 
head was not decapitated. Very likely | army reached Coomassie there was a dis- 
the head was not cut off: I understand it | cussion as to whether it was desirable to 
was simply taken from a quantity of | blow up and to destroy the monuments of 
bones, and that the rest of the bones were | the old kings of Coomassie ; and Sir 
thrown into the Nile. The right hon. | Henry goes on to say that “ the rifling of 
Gentleman says that was done decorously. | the tombs of the de: id, even though these 
But I cannot understand how you can/|dead were the savage ancestors of a 
take up a lot of bones decorously, and | barbarous king, is an act that does not 
throw them into the river. My right | appeal to the instinct of a true soldier. 

hon. friend quoted the case of Cromwell, | That is the opinion of a gentleman who, I 
and the Irish Members on that occasion | think, has as good an idea as to what a 
said that the English Government were | good soldier is as any gentleman 
quite right. The only case I remember ‘on that side of the House. There 
which is exactly on all fours with that of | is nothing new in this. It has been 
the Mahdi is that of Thomas a Becket. | the opinion of civilisation for years 
At that time there was a change of re-| and years. Charles V. was a soldier, and 
ligion, and there had been large pilgrim-| what did he say when it was proposed to 
ages to certain shrines. What did that | destroy the bodies of the Reformers? He 
unmitigated ruffian Henry VIII. do?— | said: “I do not fight with the dead ; I 
[“ Order, order”]—I confess that I did | fight with the living,” aud he would not 
not think anybody would complain if I) have anything to do with such a thing. 
ealled Henry VIL. an unmitigated | What are the pleas that are put forward 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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for this destruction of the Mahdi’s remains ? 
The First Lord of the Treasury told us 
that Lord Kitchener 
would be pilgrimages to the\ = and 


that the cult of the Mahdi would continue | 


unless these remains were scattered to the 
winds. I should imagine myself that this 
action with regard to the remains would 
strengthen “ public opinion” against us. 


The First Lord of the Treasury also said | 


that it was absolutely necessary, because 
we were leaving white soldiers there, and 
that it was to protect their lives that we 
put an end to the Mahdi’s remains. Now, 
does anyone suppose that, if the people of 
the Soudan were not frightened by the 
execution we did on them, they would be 
prevented from breaking _ out 
rebellion simply because of the fact that 
the remains of the Mahdi had _ been 
thrown away and his tomb rifled ? 
noble Lord the Member for York said 
that Lord Kitchener had 
honestly taken upon himself the responsi- 
bility for that which he was not in 
reality responsible for. 


*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: 
What I said was that Lord Kitchener had 
taken the responsibility of giving the 
order, although he was not responsible 
for the way in which it was carried out. 
The way in which it was carried out must 
have been as repugnant to his feelings as 
to those of the hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: The noble Lord 
comes here and tells us that Lord 
Kitchener privately told him 





*Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
assure the hon. Member that Lord 
Kitchener has never told me anything 
at all. I said so distinctly. I did not 
know he was in England. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I thought the 
noble Lord said so. But the noble Lord 
has used as an argument that, although 
Lord Kitchener officially says he was 
responsible for the way the orders were 
carried out, he was not in reality 
responsible. He must have heard that 
from someone. Lord Kitchener ~has 
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held that there | 


into , 


The | 


nobly and | 
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common man. He was a great ruler, 
imagining himself to be a prophet. He 
was the Sovereign of that country for a 


considerable number of years. He had 
driven out the Egyptians from the 


country, and put himself at the head 
of those men who, Mr. Gladstone said, 
were “brave men, rightly struggling to 
be free.” As to his pretensions to be a 
prophet, I do not much_ believe in 
prophets myself, but he must have 
been regarded by his people as a 
national hero, and although his govern- 
ment was bad he was a_ patriot, 
'and not only his immediate adherents 
but the country must have been 
|indignant at the way his remains were 
treated. The noble Lord the Member 
for York said that the Mahdi was a 
scoundrel and a barbarian ; but he should 
remember that this scoundrel and 
barbarian had built up a great city in his 
reign in which there were 10,000 people, 
not in any way connected with the 
Soudan, pursuing their avocations without 
let or hindrance. The desecration of 
the tomb of the Mahdi is an individual 
}act for which Lord Kitchener is re- 
| sponsible, and if we vote this sum of 
money to him we shall make the country 
| responsible for it. That is why I object 
to the Vote. I object to it on general 
| grounds, and as an outrage on every 
sanction of modern civilisation. I have 
/no doubt some Liberals will leave the 
| House without voting, and that some will 
'vote with the Government; but I do 
| hope that there will be found a sufficient 
| number of Liberals who will vote against 
the grant in order that it may be shown 
| that the Liberals as a party are against it. 
| The First Lord of the Treasury answered 
| several questions put to him by my right 
hon. friend the Member for Montrose, 
'but he did not answer the questions, 
| When was it that the skull of the Mahdi 
| was handed over, whether it was carried 
| off as a trophy, and, if so, where to, when 
| was it buried at Wady Halfa, and was that 
| in consequence of the disgust and indigna- 
| tion excited in England? The right hon. 
| Gentleman did not answer these questions. 
| Wady Halfa is 1,400 miles from Omdur- 
| man, and we ask that the matter should 


| 2 : : 
| be investigated and some explanation 





taken the full responsibility in respect | given as to how the skull appeared at a 
to all that was done, and he rightly did | place 1,400 miles from where it was taken. 
80, for as General he was responsible for | Was it given to Lord Kitchener, was it in 
all that occurred. In any case we must | his possession for some time, or was it 
remember that the Mahdi was not a | given to somebody else ? 
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Mr. A. STANLEY (Lancashire, Orms-| its cunning. I do not think it is going 
kirk): My only excuse for rising at this too far to say that by the success of the 
time of the evening, when the most im-| British and Egyptian Army on_ that 
portant business of the day is coming on, | occasion he showed that England was 
is that I think I am the only Member of | prepared for all emergencies, and that 


Supply—Grant to 


this House who has had the rather ques- 
tionable pleasure of being at Omdurman, 
and of having inspected the Mahdi’s 
tomb with the Sirdar himself, although 
the Mahdi from no fault of his own is no 


if she wanted peace, as she now desires, 
she was strong enough to enforce it. Sir, 
|I have said that at this period of the 
| evening I do not wish to detain the Com- 

mittee very long ; my only claim to speak 


longer there. Moreover, I should have | is that I speak in the name of many of 
felt ashamed of myself had I sat here and | those who take a most lively interest in 
listened silently to accusations being made | this debate, but are not here to speak for 
against gallant British and Egyptian | themselves. I may speak, I think, in 
officers, amongst whom I have lived for| the name of the small band of English 
four or five years, and many of whom | soldiers and civilians who, in thirteen short 
I am proud to regard as my friends. | years, have raised Egypt from the gutter 
I was afraid when I came to the House | and put it on an equality with the most 





that I might have been betrayed into 
offending against proper rules by the accu- 
sations brought. Iam glad to say, how- 
ever, that there is no need for that, 


because the accusations, so far as I have | 


heard them, remarkably resemble non- 
sense. The right hon. Gentleman who first 
protested talked about what cannibals 
might have done under certain conditions, 


and what Belgian officers might have done. | 


He also quoted the opinion of Slatin 
Pasha as having more weight than the 
opinions of Lord Cromer and Lord 
Kitchener combined. The right hon. 
Gentleman has inveighed against the 
Sirdar for following the advice of his 
Mahometan officers in the disposal of 
the Mahdi’s body; but surely the right 
hon. Gentleman has forgotten that for 
no inconsiderable portion of his life Slatin 


Pasha was a Mahometan himself. 
Now, Sir, the arguments about the 


wounded, and about the bones of the 
Mahdi, have been repeated ad nauseam, 
and I do not propose to say anything more 
about them. The question I desire to 


| prosperous nations of the world. It is in 
| their name, Sir, that I ask the Committee to 
| listen to me when I beseech them to unite 
| as one man to inscribe upon the glorious 
roll of English heroes a name which will, 
'I am sure, gather glory in years to come 
and be no less respected than those which 
precede it on the roll. I ask, Sir, that 
there may be no division, but that we 
may elect as one man to inscribe on 
England’s roll of glory the name of 
| Kitchener of Khartoum. 


Mr. ATHERLEY-JONES (Durham, 
N.W.): Sir, I should not like to givea 
| silent vote on this question. I quite 
| recognise, and fully appreciate, many of 
|the excuses which may be justly urged 
‘for some of the things which in calm 
moments we deplore the necessity of 
doing, but which are the necessary acces- 
sories of war. But, passing over those 
acts of inhumanity which are essential to 
all warfare, I am bound to say that I am 
unable to follow my political chief in the 
vote which I shall give thisevening. Sir, 


put to the Committee is, Did the Sirdar | I have listened, and anxiously listened, to 


as a general do what he was asked to do ? | 
The task set before him was to retrieve | 
the Soudan from the most shameful | 
tyranny which has ever existed. 


the speeches which have been made this 
evening, to see if I could find some way 
of recording my vote, however humble, in 


He had | recognition of the undoubtedly gallant 


to do that with the least possible loss of | services of a distinguished public servant. 
life and treasure to his own side. | But, although the apologists have been 


Did the Sirdar do _ that, 
he not ? 
he did, and that by his decisive 


action at a most critical point in the 
world’s history he did more to maintain 
the peace of the world than a dozen 
Peace Conferences. He showed that in 
the cause of justice England’s right hand 
had not lost its strength nor her brain 


or did} many, and although the apologies have 
I say unhesitatingly that | been diverse and manifold, I have been 


/unable to find any sufficient vindication 
'for the action which is abhorrent to the 
| conscience of civilised mankind, the dese- 
| eration of the tomb of the Mahdi. It was 
urged by the not undistinguished son of 
a very distinguished man, who, if he had 
been in this House now, would have been 
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the first, I feel convinced, from my obser- | prevent a recrudescence of Mahdism by 
vation of his character, to have repudiated holding up to the fanatical followers of 
and stigmatised in just language this | the Mahdi the illusion of the idol which 
action on the part of the chief of the they have hitherto worshipped. Sir, to 
Egyptian Army—it was urged by Mr. | my mind there may be another motive. 
Winston Churchill, in a speech which he | There may be a motive which is stronger 
made in the Midlands the other day, that | even than religious fanaticism, and that is, 
Lord Kitchener wasnot responsible himself | vengeance for the outrage which has been 
for this barbarity, but by an act of | inflicted upon their chosen leader and 
chivalry took upon himself the responsi- | religious chief. Is that a justification ? 
bility in order to stand by his comrades. | Are we not strong enough; are we not 
Now, I have known, in the history of | sufficiently great and powerful as a nation, 
military achievements, cases in which a having put down our foot, to withstand a 
general officer has thought it right to | fanatical force? Is it not an indication 
shield the error or mistake of a subordinate; of weakness to the fanatical followers of 
but I have never yet read of a general the Mahdi that we have to destroy two or 
officer who took upon himself, in the in-| three of their religious chiefs in order to 
terests of the profession to which he prevent the necessity of having to cross 
belonged, to be an apologist for an actual | swords with them a second time? Now, 
wrong. If Lord Kitchener had repudiated | Sir, although public policy may be success- 
the act, what would have been the result ? fully urged—I mean public policy from 
It would have been the act of an indi- the low, narrow, and sordid standpoint in 
vidual Englishman. Lord Kitchener’s | which it has been urged to-day—there is a 
vindication of that act, his acceptance of higher public policy, and that public 
the responsibility of it, transforms the | policy is, to maintain the standard of 
act of an individual Englishman into a_| civilisation and humanity which ought to 
deliberate act of the English nation, ; belong to this country. I cannot help 
unless the English nation, by its Parlia- | asking myself, when it is our boast that 
mentary representatives, seizes this oppor- | we go forth to conquer these savage tribes 
tunity to repudiate the act. But why is | to bring to them the blessings of religion, 
it that these officers, when Lord Kitchener to tame their ferocity, and raise them up 
is responsible for the mode of operation of | to a higher moral standard—I cannot help 
removing the Mahdi’s remains, have not | asking myself what they will think of our 
thought fit to step forward and vindicate | boasted civilisation and its pioneers when 
the character of their chief by saying that | they know that that religion countenances 
the chief gave the order to remove the | body-snatching and the desecration of 
body, but did not give the order for the tombs. Therefore, although it is with 
desecration to be carried out in the way | great pain and reluctance that I shall re- 
inwhich it was? No, Sir, I do not think | cord my vote against the grant of this 
that that contention, supported by the; money for what is otherwise so well 
high authority of the noble Lord who | deserved, I feel not the smallest shrink- 
spoke from the other side of the House, | ing in the performance of my duty, 

can be accepted. The second line | and I hope that those who are true to the 

of defence which has been adopted | traditions of English Liberalism and _ the 

i, that there were reasons of public great principles of humanity and _civilisa- 

policy why this course should be} tion will take the same course. 

adopted. I believe that there has been no | 

crime committed by a foreign Power which | *Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 

has not been justified by contemporaries | I merely wish to add a few words to this 

othe plea of public necessity ; but for | debate, because, like my hon. friend who 

my part, I can only say that—whatever | has spoken behind me, I, too, was in Egypt 

may be the judgment in the heat of the | at the time of the campaign, and heard a 

moment and in the enthusiasm, perhaps, | great deal about what took place. ‘The 

of the adventure with which that par-| hon. Member for the Leigh division has 

ticular deed is associated—cold, calm | quoted numerous extracts from newspaper 

ttiticism will refuse to see those grounds | reports and also from private letters. 

of public policy which should be ade-| He quoted, to begin with, a letter from a 

quate for such an act.. What is the| lieutenant who, I am sorry to say, has 

ground of public policy upon which this | since died, and whose explanation with 

act was committed ? “It is said that you | regard to the correspondence cannot 
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therefore be obtained; he quoted also | 
extracts from letters written by numerous 
private soldiers. I do not think much | 
of them, and I do not think the 
correspondents of newspapers, especi- | 
ally in Egypt, loved Lord Kitchener. 
When I was in Cairo I came in contact 


Supply—Grant to 


with several of them, and they seemed to | 
permitted to | 


think they ought to be 
run riot over the camp, and see every- 
thing that was going on at the front. I 
think, therefore, that any information 
from such sources ought to be taken cum 
grano. With regard to the privates, they 
would surely not get full information 
about an action which extended over a 
large area of country. Hon. Gentlemen 
opposite seem to be most anxious to decry 
the merits of our military brethren, and 
to wish to prove to the hilt this charge of | 
cruelty. I will not allude to the so-called | 
desecration of the Mahdi’s tomb ; that has | 
been sufficiently dealt with already. 
so long as the Mahdi was treated with 


veneration and superstition it was | 
absolutely desirable that his bones | 
should be s¢attered to the winds. | 


I look upon that not as a matter -of 
revenge at all, but as a matter of neces- 
sity. 
ground of defence. Revenge has been | 
described by Bacon as a kind of wild 
justice, and he went on to say: 


when they take 
desirous that the party should know whence it 
cometh ; this is the more generous. For the 
delight seemeth to be not so much in doing the 
hurt, as in making the party repent. ’ 


“Some, 


But let me allude for a moment to the 
second charge, namely, the alleged cruelty 
on the battlefield. Now, as home testi- 


mony is not always estimated at its | 
highest value, let us go for evidence | 
abroad. I will take the evidence of two 
foreign military attachés, representing | 
on the staff of the Sirdar two great | 


civilised military nations, Germany” and | 


Italy. The German attaché wrote a letter, 
which appeared in the Times of January 
16th, absolutely refuting the charges. 


(COMMONS} 


But | 


That I conceive to be the main | 


revenge, are | | 
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being worked up for political reasons— 
| because I must say that I cannot but 
think that this ery about the deseer: ation 
|of the Mahdi’s tomb and the alleged 
| cruelty on the battlefield has been raised 
chiefly for political reasons—I wrote to 
him and asked him if he would allow me 
to quote the conversation, or, at all 
events, would put in writing that which 
| he had said to me, in order that I might 
| not misrepresent him in any way. He 
‘did so, and he has supported absolutely 
the despatches to which allusion has been 
/made to-night. And what did he say ! 
| He said this : 


“Tam very glad to have an opportunity to 
vat in writing ‘what I stated to you verbally in 
filan as to the manner in which the Dervish 

| prisoners at the battle of Omdurman were 
| treated, and to deny in the most absolute way 
| that any cruelty was practised towards the 
I rode on the field of battle in 


prisoners. 
various directions, and everywhere [ saw 
hundreds of wounded lying alive, notwith- 


| standing that the ground had already been 
traversed by the Anglo-E; gyptian troops. I 
| happened to be for a while at the head of the 
| troops in their advance after the attack on the 
| zareba had been repulsed, and then again I 
| was able to convince myself that the wounded 
were not inany way molested. Ifan occasional 
wounded man was killed it was only in 
legitimate defence, because, as is well known, 
it is a custom with these peoples to pretend to 
be dead and then tofire onthe enemy as he passes, 

or, worse still, to ask for water and help and 
| then treacherously to kill those who are 
succouring them. I do not write these things 
in order to defend Lord Kitchener: he is so 
far above such accusations that merely to 
| waste words in denying them would be an 
jinsult to him. I can only repeat that I am 
very happy that an o yportunity presents itself 
for me to give a desdal to statements which are 
untrue. It was, moreover, my duty to do so, 
especially as some Italian newspapers have 
copied and republished such statements.” 


I may perhaps be allowed to quote two 
lines from our military Poet-Laureate, 
Rudyard Kipling, in w hich he describes 
the Dervish as “ Fuzzy-Wuzzy,” who is 


“ All ot sand and ginger when alive, 
And generally shammin’ when ’e’s dead.” 


| These are the men with whom our regu- 


Last December, as I was returning home | | lars have to deal, and I am quite sure 
from abroad, I met Major Luigi Calde- | that, so far as my information goes, there 


rari, of the 40th Infantry Regiment, 
the Italian attaché. I had a_ long 
conversation with him, and asked | 


him particularly with regard to 

alleged cruelties on the part of the Anglo- | ‘ 

Egyptian Army on the battlefield. He 

repudiated the idea of any such charge, 

and later, seeing that this question was 
Mr. Lees Knowles. 


the | 


| never was any cruelty at all with regard 
to the wounded on the battlefield. All 
this outcry is not genuine. It is 
not what is called in Lancashire 
‘jannock,” it is not real. There is 4 
political ring about it, and the opposi- 
tion to the Vote is, in my judgment, 
| simply initiated with the object ot 





377 


obtai 
had ¢ 
heart 
last. 

draw 
last 1 
gean 
and t 
Soud 
Kitel 


*N 
First 
that’ 
very 
actio} 
are € 
paign 
who 
Mem 
putat 
them 
a che 
this r 
diffict 
cours: 
listen 
this d 
praise 
and 
work 
the 
in the 
posed 
officer 
I look 
grant 
a crit 
indivi 
the m 
gener 
as an 
exped 
to the 
exped 
demn: 
must | 
believ 
policy 
the 
of th 
counti 
argum 
think 
of pro] 
compl 
corres} 
been 
traceal 
which 


376 


j— 
but 
ion 
red 


sed 


me 
all 
ich 
sht 


ely 
en 
y 


rin 
ish 
ere 
ay 
the 

in 
aw 
th- 
en 


he 





377 Supply—Grant to 


§5 June 1899} 


Lord Kitchener. 378 


obtaining a political cry. We have always The First Lord of the Treasury took some 
had Gordon on our consciences and in our , pains to defend Lord Kitchener’s action 
hearts, and Gordon has been avenged at | as regards the Mahdi’s body as not having 


last. 

draw the word “ avenged.” Gordon was the 
oS . 

last man who would have wished for ven- 

geance. 


Soudan by such men as Wolseley and 
Kitchener. 


*Mr. PIRIE (Aberdeen, N.): 
First Lord of the Treasury has stated 
that we who stay at home are placed in a 
very invidious position to judge the 
actions of men who bear the brunt and 
are exposed to the hardships of a cam- 
paign. It is, no doubt, a fact that those 
who follow my right hon. friend the 
Member for Montrose will have the im- 
putation—a false imputation-—cast on 
them of niggardliness, and of adopting 
a cheeseparing policy ; but although, for 
this reason, such a course is a hard and a 
difficult one, it is, to my mind, the 
course dictated by duty. I 
listened very carefully to the whole of 
this debate, and I have heard nothing but 
praise for the organisation, the economy, 





and completeness with which the 
work was carried out, and I hope 
the whole House will be unanimous 


I would rather say that rapine | 
and torture have been crushed out of the | 


(Opposition cheers.) I will with-| been animated by any spirit of revenge. 


In my opinion that is entirely beside the 
mark. The First Lord of the Treasury 
would be entirely right if there were 
any such accusation, but no one has 


accused Lord Kitchener of being animated 


The | 


have | 


inthe vote of thanks which will be pro- | 


posed next Thursday to the general, the 
officers, and the men who took part in it. 
look, however, upon this request for a 


grant as giving an opportunity as much for | 


a criticism of the Government as of the 
individual to whom we are asked to vote 
the money. If any honour is done to a 
general officer commanding, he regards it 
asan honour to the army composing the 
expedition, and from them it is extended 
to the Government which organised the 
expedition, and in the same way con- 
demnation and criticism of the individual 
must also extend to the Government. I 
believe that, apart from the question of 
policy, the whole spirit animating 
the Government since the news 
of the Soudan victory reached _ this 
country constitutes one of the strongest 


arguments in opposition to this Vote. | 


think the Government have lost all sense 
of proportion in this matter, and to this 
complete loss of proportion, and the 
corresponding excess of praise which has 
been meted out to the expedition, is 
traceable to a great extent the opposition 


by a mere spirit of paltry revenge against 
the Mahdi; even to imagine such an accu- 
sation against a British general is some- 
what derogatory to a true soldierly 
instinct. But where I find fault is that, 
owing to the action of Lord Kitchener, 
and-the exaggerated importance and praise 
bestowed on the expedition, and the way 
in which—to employ a word felicitously 
used the other day with regard to 
Empire—the expedition was “ boomed’ 
by the Government, the nation has 
been impregnated with the spirit that 
the outcome and result of the expedition 
had been “Gordon avenged,” which is a 
very different thing from any personal 
feeling of revenge between Lord Kitchener 
and the Mahdi. That spirit has been far 
too prevalent in this country, and I think 
it is the duty of this House to do what it 
‘an to disabuse the nation of it. Itis a 
lowering and a false spirit of the right 
conception of war. There are two 
ways from which this point may be 
looked at: one from the political point of 
view, to which I attach very little import- 
ance ; the other from the moral point of 
view, which is far more important. As 
regards the first point, I will dismiss it by 
merely saying that ignorant and unscru- 
pulous people throughout the country, 
with whom any means are justifiable to 
influence votes, should remember that at 
the time of the fall of Khartoum the Duke 
of Devonshire and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Birmingham 
were Members of the then Government, and 
also that the Soudan Expedition of 1885 
was required to be recalled owing to the 
Pendjeh incident. We should then hear 
less of the ery “Gordon avenged.” On 
the moral side of the question I have a 
much greater quarrel with the Govern- 
ment. I think anything that encourages 
that cry, and some public men have made 
use of the very words, is lowering the 
conception of war. To show the extent 
to which it has permeated the nation, the 
sister of the great man about whom the 
cry was raised had to write to the Press 


which has been displayed this afternoon. | repudiating it, and stating that her 
i 
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brother would have been the last man 
to have approved or tolerated it. Surely, 
such an incident is a matter for shame to 
any right-thinking nation. It might 


have been more excusable had _ the 
force against whom we waged this 


been a foe more 
For many years, 


so-called war 
worthy of ourselves. 


since 1870, certain of us have been 
casting reflections upon a__ neigh- 


bouring nation for harbouring a spirit of 
revenge against a former foe. It would be 
well if we could sometimes see ourselves as 


others see us. If this neighbouring nation | 


does harbour a spirit of revenge, it is 
against her equal, instead of, as 
Was our Case, against a foe comparatively 
contemptible and beneath our notice. 
I think very likely why such a spirit 
exists is due to the fact that now for 
two generations this nation has not known 


what real war is, and I hope it will be | 


many more generations before she does ; 
but all the more important is it to keep a 
high level of soldierly feeling. It is 
instructive to go back through those 
generations, to either the Crimean war 
or the Indian Mutiny, and to see the 
proportion in which the men who 
waged those wars were rewarded by this 
House. In connection with the Crimean 
war, I think I am right in saying not one 
peerage was conferred. Lord Raglan 
died during the progress of the war, 
and no successor of his was ennobled. 
The men who bore the brunt and 
stress of the Indian Mutiny were 
comparatively unrewarded. Lord Clyde, 
it is true, was ennobled and received a life 
pension, but it came out of the Indian 
Exchequer, and it is a moot point 
whether Lord Kitchener, being in the 
pay of Egypt, the Egyptian Exchequer 
ought not to be asked to find the money 
for the grant. Since these two wars we 
have been pursuing a progressive course 
as regards rewards. We have been almost 
prostituting honours, and it seems to me 
that the less worthy the foe the greater 
the reward. It is because I feel it our 
duty to check this system, and_ believe 
that unless it is checked we will go on 
from bad to worse, that I for one will 
vote with my right hon. friend the 
Member for Montrose. The unchivalrous 


action of Lord Kitchener in destroying 


the Mahdi’s tom) brings the expedition 
down to the same low level as a punitive 
expedition against, for instance, the King 
of Benin and has lowered its whole tone. 


Mr. Pirie. 


{COMMONS} 








|I gladiy join in praise of the manner in 
| which the expedition was carried on ag 
regards our loss being at a minimum; 
| but the blunders with regard to our own 
wounded at Atbara and Omdurman, and 
the hospitals at Alexandria, should not be 
glossed over, and it would be hetter if 
the chiefs of the Army showed a greater 
readiness to censure when fault has to be 
found on big issues. This debate has 
divided itself into two main questions, 
the treatment of the wounded dervishes 
and the disentombment of the Mahdi’s 
remains. I would not be doing my 
duty, and it is a duty which I do 
gladly, if I did not state that I differ 
from the views of my _ hon. friends 
with reference to the treatment of the 
wounded dervishes. I think the House 
ought to recognise that war cannot be 
waged with white gloves, and, with some 
slight experience of Soudanese fighting, I 
say that any British general would have 
been wrong to have risked the life of one 
of his soldiers even if it were necessary 
to clear the ground of the wounded 
enemy ; and I say, as this question is 
attracting attention, that it is the history 
of these Soudanese fights that before many 
hours the ground occupied by the Sou- 
danese is taken hy the 
British, as a rule very early in the day. 
The british have to advance, and if they 
are exposed to, say, a dropping fire from 
the Soudanese wounded, the British 
general is entitled to clear the ground, 
even if he has to sacrifice the enemy. 
If the people of this country are shocked, 
as they naturally must be, by such action 
in waging war against uncivilised savages, 
the better for the country that the neces- 
sary horrors of such wars should be 
realised, and I hope it will have that 
effect. It has also been said that we em- 
ployed an unusually large number of 
Soudanese soldiers, and that therefore, 
perhaps, the horrors must have been 
greater than they otherwise would. With 
that I agree, and the lesson this outery 
will teach will be that greater need of 
control must be exercised over the Sou- 
danese troops ; tut on the whole question of 
the wounded I join with those who [are 
vindicating Lord Kitchener, where, how- 
| ever, no vindication ought to be required, 
as he did nothing that was not necessary. 
| Now I come to his action with regard to 
the Mahdi’s body. I must say | cannot 
defend that action in any way. The 
| noble and gallant Member for York seems 
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to think that it is a sufficient excuse that | 
the Mahdi’s reign was one of unexampled | 
savagery and barbarity. If that is the 
case, I would ask hon. Members to re- 
member the answer given by the Under- 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs last Friday 
as regards the number of foreigners who 
lived in Khartoum during the whole of 
the Mahdi’s reign. 


Supply—Grant to 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Gentle- 
man only asked me how many prisoners 
had been released. 





*Mr. PIRIE: But the admission was | 
that upwards of 11,000 alien men and | 
women lived in Khartoum during the | 
whole of the Mahdi’s reign, and the right | 
hon. Gentleman differentiated between | 
what he called first-class Government | 
prisoners and another class employed in | 
Government work. When we see Italians, | 
Greeks, Syrians, and other foreigners | 
living in Khartoum, 1 think it is an | 
answer to the argument that the Mahdi’s | 
tomb had been destroyed because of the | 
fanatical population. I look upon the 
defence of this action as an aggra- | 
vation, and I think it would have been | 
nobler and would have redounded more | 
to the credit of the Government and | 
the nation if they acknowledged that a 
mistake had been made, and bravely faced 
the consequences. From another aspect I 
cannot see how we Liberals can support 
this vote. We are pledged to do away 
with the existing power of the House of 
Lords. In the opinion of my _ consti- 
tuents the existence of the House 
of Peers is a direct obstacle to the free- 
dom, prosperity and progress of this | 
country, and I amin complete accord with | 
That being so, I 
fail to see how I can hold that opinion 
and at the same time support a grant | 
which will subsidise and perpetuate a 


peerage. It would have been more 
logical to have obtained the grant | 
before giving the peerage. I would | 
remind the Committee of the great 


danger of this constant increase in re- | 
wards and honours of this sort, and I 
hope it will be remembered that this 
system must be checked. Let me read | 
to the Committee an extract which ought 
to be taken to heart by both parties. In 
Condorcet’s “ Life of Turgot,” a book de- 
scribed by John Stuart Mill as “one of | 
the wisest and noblest of lives, delineated | 
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by one of the wisest and noblest of men,” 


Condorcet writing of his friend says: 


“Turgot never bestowed a patent, no 
medals or other minor orders by which the art 
of the charlatan seeks to reward vanity. His 
object was to encourage, not to corrupt, and 
he believed that in all his transactions it was 
the duty of a statesman to reform mankind 
and not to strengthen their failings, even 
though it might be possible to derive temporary 
advantage from their weaknesses.” 


back 
the 
and 


also be useful to go 
last occasion on which 
discussed a similar grant, 
quote what the late Lord 
Randolph Churchill stated on the 
subject of the Sir Garnet Wolseley 
Annuity Bill in 1883. He said it was his 
intention to support the second reading 


It would 
to the 
House 

I will 


of the Bill, because he understood 
the Leader of the Opposition  ex- 
pressed his intention of supporting 


the Prime Minister, but he was bound 
to say that if the Leader of the 
Opposition had seen his way to have 
voted against the Government he, and 
some members below the gangway, would 
be prepared to strengthen his hands. 
That is an opinion with which I entirely 
agree. | associate myself with my right 
hon. friend the Member for Montrose in 
opposing this Vote. I will put one ques- 
tion to the Committee. The whole nation 
admires the character and life of General 


| (Jordon, and all I ask is, Would Gordon~ 


have acted in the same way as Lord 
Kitchener with regard to the Mahdi’s 
tomb? There is only one answer—he 
would not. 


*Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Herts, St. 
Albans): The hon. Member who has just 
sat down has stated that the campaign is 
regarded as one of vengeance, especially 


|in connection with the death of Gordon. 
| None of us can forget the circumstances 


under which General Gordon died, and, 
although that page cannot be blotted 


| from our memories by the noble and dis- 


tinguished conduct of Lord Kitchener, 
we are grateful to the man who has 


given us something to set in_ the 
balance. We have no feeling of satisfied 


vengeance, but we have a feeling of 
gratitude, and when hon. Gentlemen 
opposite speak so warmly about_ their 
sense of duty in opposing this Vote, I 
think we are entitled quite as fully to 
express our gratitude, and we believe, as 
the hon. Member believes, that in intro- 
ducing the apparently irrelevant issue 
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of the House of Lords, he is doing 
his duty to his constituents, that 


we also are representing our constituents 
when we say that we give this Vote 
from our hearts, and with the greatest 
pleasure and most complete conviction that 
in doing so we are pleasing and satisfying 
those whom we represent. Various 
grounds have been attempted on which to 
oppose this Vote. The broad ground was 
that taken by the hon. Member for 
Northampton, who says we have not had 
value for our money. He will find very 
few to support him in that view. There 
will also, I conceive, be little sym- 
pathy in the country for the men 
who have greedily swept together 
every libel they could gather against 
their countrymen fighting their battles 
abroad. The hon. Member for Aberdeen 
went so far as to say that we had gone on 
and on in the prostitution of honour. I 
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‘also? The second statement appears to 
_ be contrary to the first. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I only referred to 
| that portion of the field over which the 
two native battalions passed. Of course, 
there were a number of wounded left in 
| other parts of the field. 


*Mr. VICARY GIBBS: I accept the 
|hon. Member’s explanation of what 
‘he said, but I will point out that from 
| his own account this destruction of the 
| wounded was only partial, and I fully 
| believe it was only done where it was 
considered essential to the safety of our 
|own soldiers, and only in isolated cases, 
|I will turn for a moment to this ques- 
| tion of the desecration of the Mahdi’s 
tomb. Upon this point I cannot share 
‘the view of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
| because I think the life of one single 


consider language of that kind monstrous | child is worth a wilderness of dead ruffians. 
when it is applied to the man to whom | We have been told, on excellent authority, 
we are expressing our thanks to-day. | that it is in the interest of the safety and 
But I must thank the hon. Member for | security of this country in the future 


disassociating himself from the charge 
with reference to the treatment of the 
wounded, and I am glad that a man who 


has held Her Majesty’s eommission has | 


have no 
matters, but 


declined to join in it. 
knowledge of military 


|that that tomb should have been dese- 
| erated, and for my part I am very much 
| obliged to the man or the men who 
desecrated it. Hon. Members opposite 
talked as if it was an extraordinary 
| thing to disentomb a body, but when the 


it only requires common sense to know}St. Pancras Railway Station was made 


that in the heat of battle you can- 
not control every single camp follower. 
No one supposes camp followers are the 
kind of people whom you would ask to 
stay a week with you in the country, and 
it is monstrous to attempt to take away 
the character of Lord Kitchener because 
camp followers may or may not have com- 
mitted excesses on the field of battle, and 
from a man who considers this Vote a 
prostitution of honour we have the assur- 
ance that clearing the ground of the 
wounded, sooner than risk our own 
soldiers, is justifiable and proper, and con- 
duct of which no general officer need 
be ashamed. I think it has been made 
perfectly clear to the people of this country 
that all proper humanity was shown and all 
proper care taken. Anyone who had 
listened to the speech of the hon. Member 
for the Leigh Division of Lancashire 
could not have failed to come to the con- 
clusion that there had been wanton and 
cruel destruction of the wounded, and yet 
a few sentences later he tells us that 3,000 


or 4,000 Dervishes were crawling about on | lutely no comparison to be 
between the two cases. 


the field. Why were they not murdered 


Mr. Vicary Gibbs, 


| thousands of tombs were desecrated, for 
| the convenience of the living. If thou- 
| sands of the tombs of respectable English- 
'men in London are to be desecrated for 
| the convenience of those now living, why 
| should we object to desecrate one tomb 
|in the Soudan, when it is done for the 
| safety and security of the faithful ser- 
| vants of this Empire who are serving us 
| abroad when it is a question in which 
their lives are involved? It seems per- 
| fectly ludicrous to draw a comparison 
| between the safety and security of Eng- 
lish soldiers, and the question of senti- 
| ment which is involved in the desecration 
| of the Mahdi’s tomb. The hon. Mem- 
'ber for Northampton sought to draw 
an invidious contrast between Sir Garnet 
| Wolseley’s action at Coomassie and the 
‘action of Lord Kitchener in this case. 
He said that Sir Garnet Wolseley had 
| declined to disturb the tombs of the 
|ancient kings of Coomassie. But the 
'hon. Member for Northampton must 
'know perfectly well that there is abso- 
made 
The desecration 
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of the Mahdi’s tomb was done not for 
the purpose of punishing anybody, not 
for the purpose of private vengeance or 
of public vengeance, but for the safety 
and security of that country which we 
are morally bound by the action we have 
taken to do everything in our power to 
keep sound and secure. When we come 
to consider these facts I do think we may 
brush aside such a controversy as to 
whether the decomposed bones of the 
Mahdi ought to have been thrown into 
the river or buried somewhere else, 
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than had ever been killed before in the 
same time. Mr. Charles Williams, who 
is one of the oldest and best known war 
correspondents we have, gave a very 
vivid description of the slaughter, and 
the net total came out at 10,800 killed 
within four hours. It must be remem- 
bered that the battle did not last more than 
four hours, andthere were severalintervals, ~ 
Nothing like this slaughter has ever been 
recorded before. I am at a loss to know 
what we are going to vote this money for. - 
I am ready to admit that the proceedings 








or as to what has become of his head. 
Personally, I really think that I 
should be indifferent myself what 
happens to these bones after this human 
machine ceases to work. As I am indif- 
ferent as to what happens to these bones 
of mine, I am still more indifferent as to 
what happens to a bloody ruffian who is 
now fortunately dead. 


in the Soudan gave immense delight to a 
very large number of British newspaper 
| editors, poets, City aldermen, and dis- 
| tinguished statesmen, and these I admit 
form an influential section of the com- 
munity. These proceedings gave im- 
mense delight to those people who con- 
sidered that this battle was the finest 
thing that had been done for generations. 
Lord Rosebery has stated that this cam- 
eens ae —. paign en a ae, and po 
and, Cockermouth) : great deal has | ficent in its results than any whic 
been said this evening about the Mahdi’s | history hasrecorded, andit has added lustre 
tomb, but I never expected to hear such | tothe memorable name of British arms. 
a long defence in this House of body- What we did was to shoot down people 
~snatching as I have heard to-night. If it at a long range to which they could not 
otteg | to cut off pe gest hap reply, Lea pug feet of 
surely it was a great deal worse to go the greatest achievements of British arms. 
into the Soudan and kill 10,000 people at | If Lord Rosebery is right, then I feel a 
the battle of Omdurman. It appears | little nervous and anxious, because we are 
to me to be very horrible to invade a! getting enormous armies and navies to- 
t J ik is € | oa - 
Bate idiocy ijan oF veinse, wae | bly, and Toad vine, Wik" Map 
seems infinitely worse than cutting off | when we fight with somebody who can 
| the head of a man who has been dead for | fight, and not those poor Dervishes. 
some years. But I am not going to What will happen when we fight with the 
attack Lord Kitchener, because he was | Russians, the Chinese, and the Japanese 
only carrying out the orders of the nation. | altogether? In my opinion Lord Kitchener 
He was not to blame for all he did, whether | has already been rewarded, for he has 
bad or good, for the nation was responsi- | heen called up to the House of Lords to 
ble, and as a humble member of the sit there along with bishops and brewers,— 
nation I think I —— to give my | and that is ef ease ae be 
opinion upon it. e whole point with | this matter Lord Kitchener only did his 
regard to this question is—is it desirable, | duty, and it was a duty for which he was 
beneficial, and creditable that we should | engaged, and I do not see why we should 
vote this large sum of public money for | give Lord Kitchener this money. 
this purpose? As I said before, I do not | think it is a bad system, for it is only 
think that Lord Kitchener is to blame for | blood money. I believe there were some 
what he did. He effected the object he | 10,000 people killed, and you are propos- 
had in view. He lost very few men in| ing to give him £30,000; therefore he 
capturing Khartoum, and he did it very | gets £3 per head for every man killed. 
cheaply. That seems to be the reason) Why should this blood money be paid, 
why credit has been bestowed upon him | and why should Lord Kitchener have this 
in all the speeches I have read—that is, | gift? Because a soldier has done his 





how very cheaply he killed these men. | duty, why should he be put upon this 
He performed a feat which had never been | pedestal above all other public servants 4 
done before in battle, forhe killedmoremen | Why don’t you, when a judge conducts a 
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case with great skill, ask for a Vote of 
money for him? If a bishop gives a bril- 
liant charge to his clergy, why don’t you 
ask for a Vote for the bishop? A Cabinet 
Minister works a Bill through this House 
the same as the President of the 
Local Government Board did the 
Vaccination Bill, but you do not give 
him anything. When a fireman goes 
to a great fire and performs some heroic 
deed, you do not vote him any money, 
although the deed he performs in my 
opinion is more glorious than the deeds 
of war. I should like to discuss for a 
moment whether this is such a magnifi- 
—eent victory as it is supposed to be. 
What is there glorious about it, and what 
were the reasons for undertaking this 
expedition? I hardly know the real 
reason, because I have heard. so many. 
We were told at first that the Khalifa 
might come down upon Egypt. Lord 
Cromer said a few months before the ex- 
pedition was undertaken that there never 
was a time when there was so little danger 
to the people of Egypt. Of course, if 
ever you want to persuade people to vote 
money you can do it by putting in a word 
or two about slavery. But why don’t 
you stop slavery at Zanzibar? The next 
reason given was, to stop the cruelty of 
the Khalifa, and that sounds a grand 
thing. If you are going to stop cruelty, 
why didn’t you stop the cruelty of the 
Sultan? I am trying to find out why 
this money is to be voted, and what 
is the glory and the honour of this vic- 
tory. 
committed by the Khalifa, was it not 
more cruel still to shoot them down and 
leave them to die in misery on the desert ? 
We have heard something to-night about 
avenging Gordon’s death, and Lord Rose- 
bery said that by our victory we had 
paid off a debt which for thirteen years 
had been near the heart and conscience of 
every Englishman, The Chaplain at 
Windsor once stated that for every 
drop of English blood that had been shed 
at Khartoum rivers of blood of those 
who slew Gordon would flow. I would 
rather be a heathen than a Christian like 
that. Ithink that from that point of 
view this expedition has not been satis- 
factory, for what is it we have conquered 4 
Lord Cromer says in his report that the 
Soudan is a great howling desert. What 
trade are we going to get out of this 
place? Ihave been driven to the con- 
clusion that the reason for undertaking 


Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 
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this campaign at all was that we were 
ashamed of the great scandal of our re- 
maining in Egypt and of breaking our 
pledges to other European Powers. We 
wanted some excuse for staying a little 
longer, and so we invaded the country of 
the Khalifa, and we said that now that 
Egypt had got the Soudan back again we 
would remain there to protect the two 
countries, To carry out this policy we 
invaded the Soudan and slaughtered and 
mutilated some 30,000 people. We have 
had numerous banquets where statesmen 
have poured out streams of maudlin 
bunkum in honour of this policy, for 
which we are called upon to grant this 
Vote. I confess that I do not think there 
is anything noble at all about our pro- 
ceedings in the Soudan, for they are 
about as ignoble as they can possibly be, 
for this kind of Imperialism is nothin 
more than organised selfishness. I re 
the other day some lines which are 
applicable to the Jingoes. They are: 
Of all the human family 
I love myself the best ; 
Kind Providence take care of me, 
And Sambo take the rest. 

This is not the opinion of the Little 
Englander. I say that this policy is 
nothing more than sordid selfishness, and 
it will end in the degradation and ulti- 
mate destruction of all the nations which 
yield to it. It is because it is proposed 
;to-night to endorse this kind of Im- 
| perialism that I shall give this Vote my 
most strenuous opposition, 


Sir A. ACLAND-HOOD (Somerset, 
Wellington): I shall neither follow the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
in his endeavour to find salvation in the 
Mahdi’s tomb, nor shall I attempt to deal 
with his criticisms of Lord Rosebery. 
One of the charges against Lord Kitchener 
is that he has polluted the pure waters of 
the Nile by throwing in it the body of 
the Mahdi, which may probably have 
given that river its peculiar brown tinge. 
\1 only wish to say a few words to-night in 
\ defence of that Service to which I am 
proud to belong, and in defence of my 
‘own comrades who served in that cam- 
\paign. There are two charges against 
Lord Kitchener. The first is that of 
the desecration of the Mahdi’s tomb and 
the throwing of the Mahdi’s body into 
the Nile. The second charge is the 
treatment of the wounded after the battle 
of Omdurman. As regards the first charge, 
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where he told us that in that case the 
general in command did not allow the 
tomb of the kings to be disturbed. I might 
perhaps remind the hon. Gentleman that 
the result of that was that we had to 
have another expedition. But, after all, 
the whole of this matter is one of com- 
mon sense. I would ask the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose 
to look at this matter from a common- 
sense point of view, and I would ask him 
ifhe would rather have his throat cut or | 
allow these bones to be thrown in the 
Nile? As regards the charge brought 
against British soldiers of killing the 
wounded Dervishes on the battlefield, I 
have seen wounded Soudanese, after a 
brother officer has given them water, turn 
round and shoot the man who gave them 
that water. I would ask the hon. 
Member for the Leigh Division, and others 
who have spoken on behalf of the 
wounded Dervishes, what they would do 
if, after they had taken water to these 
Dervishes on the field of battle, they 
turned round and shot at them. I have 
seen that myself, and if some hon. Mem- 
bers opposite would go and see things for 
themselves on the field of battle I am sure 
they would hold a different opinion. When | 
we consider that the Government of which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth was a Member are 
responsible for the whole of this war, they | 
must take the blame for all these atrocities | 
which have happened in the Soudan, for | 
the blame does not rest upon Lord 
Kitchener, or the present Government, 
but it rests upon the party opposite and 
their friend the Mahdi. 

Mr. DILLON: I rejoice to say that 
upon a question of this kind the voice of 
Ireland will be given by a decisive 
majority against this Vote. The voiee>of | 
the majority of the Irish Members has | 


Lord Wolseley’s behaviour at Coomassie, 





always been on the side of justice and | 
right, and had it not been for the Irish | 
vote you would have had very few great | 
forms in this century. There is one 













pint on which I most heartily agree with 
he First Lord of the Treasury. In his 
pening remarks, in eloquent and powerful 
aguage, he pointed out to the Committee 
hat in discussing this question we were 
ot entitled to consider the merits of the 
blicy on which this expedition was based. 
te pointed out—I think with absolute 
uth—that Lord Kitchener and the officers | 





ave the Committee an illustration of | 
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and mer who served under him were not 
entitled to ask whether the policy was a 
justifiable one or not. They were soldiers, 
and they were bound to obey. If I were 
an English Member, and if it were simply 
a question of the skill and gallantry with 
which this expedition was carried out-—no 
matter how much I condemned it—I 
should vote in support of this Vote. When 
I listened to the eloquent language used 
by the First Lord of the Treasury, when 
he drew a picture of the sad condition of 


| this country, my memory was carried back 


to a day of great excitement in this land, 
when the Commander-in-Chief stated that 
if he was ordered by the Government and 
the Queen to keep the peace against the 
Loyalists of Ireland, he would rather break 
his sword than obey those orders. I only 
hope that the First Lord of the Treasury 
will apply the same principles, without fear 
and favour, to Ireland as he is now apply- 
ing to the Soudan. If it were only a 
question of the merits of the policy, I 
would vote in favour of this grant ; but 
there is something to be said with regard 
to the conduct of Lord Kitchener after 
the battle. Even in the ranks of hon. 
Members who sit behind the Government 
there has been manifested a wide diver- 
gence of opinion on this question, and the 
hon. and gallant Member for York de- 
clared that every man in England— 
whether civil or military—was disgusted 
and horrified at the method by which the 
Mahdi’s tomb was desecrated. He stated 
that he had had no communication with 
Lord Kitchener, but he declared it to be 


| his conviction that Lord Kitchener, while 


he gave the order for the removal of the 
Mahdi’s body and the destruction of the 
tomb, was in no other way responsible for 
the method by which the remains of the 
Mahdi were outraged, and he expressed 
the greatest possible regret for the cireum- 
stances which attended that act ; and that 
regret is evidently shared by a consider- 


| ablenumber of hon. Members who sit onthe 


Government benches. But in the second 
speech of the First Lord of the Treasury 
there was not a single word of regret. On 
the contrary, he declared that he had no 
regret to express ; and he seemed to think 
that everything that was done in connec- 
tion with the outrage upon the remains 
of the Mahdi, the desecration of his 
tomb, and the disposal of his remains was 
not only necessary, but was also decently 
and properly done. In that respect the 
right hon. Gentleman differs foto clo from 
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the Member for York and the hon. Member | strange conclusion. If we are ever to 
for the Leigh Division, who expressed | accept the principle, which I thought was 
their compassion for those who would be | consigned to the evil past, that because 
called upon to defend this act inthe House.| we differ from people and _ regard 
We did not want to wait long for another | their convictions and faiths and _ beliefs 
instance of considerable divergence of | as superstitious, we are entitled to 
epinion on this occasion, because one | outrage and degrade the tombs of the 
hon. Member got up and expressed his| men whose memories the people 
gratitude to Lord Kitchener for having | venerate, we will travel upon a road which 


given this country some revenge for the 
death of Gordon ; and it is idle after that 
for the First Lord of the Treasury and the 
noble Lord the Member for York to deny 
that there are numbers of men on the 
opposite benches who looked with pleasure 


promises to lead to strange conclusions 
indeed. You are going to arrogate to 
yourselves the right to destroy and 
desecrate all tombs in India which may 
incite fanaticism. India is not without 
its fanaticism. You had fanatical risings 


on the desecration of the Mahdi’s tomb | there a few years ago. Do you believe 
because they looked upon it as a piece of | that the Indian saints are any better 
vengeance for the death of Gordon,and that | than the Mahdi? If you carry this 
is a common-place in this country and | policy to extremities we may be led into 
this House. I am pretty familiar with | further difficulties. A letter written to 
the writings and the life of Gordon, | Zhe Times by the Marquis of North- 
a man for whom I always had the greatest | ampton points out that because the 
respect, and it is enough to make him turn | Mahdi was regarded by the orthodox Mus- 
in his grave at the insult levelled at him, | sulmans as a heretic, then it was a neces- 
whose whole life was founded on the | sity, for which we must take the respon- 
teachings of the Founder of his religion. | sibility, that his tomb should be destroyed 
I hold that the right hon. Gentleman the in order to puta stop to the fanaticism 
Member for Montrose is discharging a! of the Soudanese. It appears to me from 
public duty in protesting against the pro-| all the arguments that have been urged 
ceedings of which complaint is made. I| that you are attempting to establish the 








have no doubt that the right hon. Gentle- | 
man will be defeated, and that the money | 


will be voted. Yes, but the value of the 
protest will not pass away, and many a 
man who votes for this grant will, as an 
Englishman, feel humiliated at the acts 
which have been done in the name of this 
country. At all events, I am glad to know 
that the name of Ireland will be free from 
any complicity in this business. It seems 
to me there has been great cruelty and 
oppression, and I speak on this matter 
with some knowledge. We, having suf- 
fered from the same evil, have learned to 
sympathise with the oppressed, and we are 


not ashamed to come here and say so. | 
The treatment of the Mahdi’s tomb has | 


been so fully treated that I do not pro- 
pose to travel over the ground again, but 
I do ask the Committee to consider one 
aspect of this question, and that is this— 
the chief and only defence which has 
been offered to-night for the destruction 
of the Mahdi’s tomb and the throwing 
of the remains into the Nile with igno- 
miny is that the Mahdi was a prophet in 
the eyes of his people, and that his tomb 
might be the centre of reverence and 
superstition. If that argument were 
logically followed it would lead to a very 


Mr. Dillon, 


position that in dealing withsavage peoples 
you are justified in having recourse to 
|any measures which your military com- 
|manders recommend as necessary. The 
hon. Member for Leamington said the 
| otherday that we ought to have recourse to 
_all methods of civilised warfare in these 
| matters; if we have not, we shall be 
| dragged by irresistible compulsion to this 
| position, that we are to crush and 
‘humiliate and break the spirit of the 
| people with whom we have to deal. That 
‘is the spirit which is given expression to 
| to-night. I do not forget that we too have 
| our sacred places, to which we at times 
make pilgrimages. What would be said 
for the Mahometans if they desecrated 
and destroyed those holy places? In this 
| respect the Mahometans put us to shame, 
for, although they do not believe in 
the teachings of the Founder of Christianity, 
because He is venerated by a great section 
of the human race they also venerate 
Him. I also believe—I am convinced— 
that on the field of Omdurman there was 
an unnecessary, brutal, and wholesale 
slaughter of the wounded, and I was 
struck by the contradiction of Lord 
Kitchener to the charge brought forward. 
The contradiction given by Lord Kitchener 
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was no contradiction at all, and there is|do this justice, however, td the men 
no doubt that the troops under his com-| responsible for the presetit Government. 


mand, whether British, Egyptian, or) ; 
Soudanese, had wantonly killed many | Certainly, we oe ae hear from them 
wounded. He said he hardly thought it | that they are carryitig on these wars for 


likely that the men who brought the the ptirpose of spreading Christianity. 


charges would find an exponent of their | They are carrying them on for the ex-— 


views in Parliament ; but if they did he ‘ ig 
categorically denied that the troops under tension of trade, and it is mockery and 


his command did any such thing. The hypocrisy to say that the object of 
contradiction was too much, because it these wars is the good of these unhappy 


was idle to deny that the troops did kill | Fatbaote” 
the wounded. : It is a well-known fact T@ces and the spread of Christianity, for 


that in all these Soudanese battles it has | it act done has been in direct opposi- 
been the habit to kill the wounded, | tion to the principles enunciated by the: 


Al . . 
There was no more humane man than Founder of that religion. 


Gordon himself ever sent out by the | , we vd " 
people of this country, and I have read in | CotoneL SAUNDERSON (Armagh, 


two works that he was always of opinion | N). As the hon. Member for East Mayo 


that this evil might be remedied. He said, has spoken on behalf of one section of the 
a , | Irish, I may be allowed to say a word on 
“Tf you go to help them, these people will | Ro eee 
try and kill your men.” (Cheers from the | behalf of the other Irish. 


Government benches.) Yes, that is so; | , aw ; . ofith 
what is the use of denying it? Of course, a Fecal ates ei’ cae 
they have all been killed, you cannot have it 

both ways. My point is, What is the use of | CotonEL SAUNDERSON: Which I 
sending home a telegram saying that the think in the division lobby will show a 
wounded have not been killed when, as a ‘majority. The hon. Member for East 
matter of fact, they all have been killed?) \ayo has made a speech strongly depre- 
You may talk as you please about cative of the action of Great Britain in 
going into countries like the Soudan under | Egypt. 

theidea of bringing civilisation to them. | 

You do not do so. The Leader of the! Mr. DILLON: The Soudan I said. 
Opposition gave it as his opinion that | 

nothing was gained by the unnecessary) CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON: The hon. 
horrors of these expeditions and these | Gentleman has made very many 
battles. You have been at it nowjspeeches in which he has for many 
2 years, and you have not brought} years depreciated the action of Great 
civilisation yet. You have turned a com- | Britain in all parts of the world, 
paratively peaceful country into a desert | especially in Ireland. The two heroes the 
waste. At all events, whatever its con- | hon. Gentleman and his friends appeared 
dition at one time, there has been ten times | to admire most in recent years are the 
the loss of life, misery, degradstion, and | Mahdi and Wolf Tone, the reason being - 
horror of every kind, since Europeans | that the Mahdi had fought against Great 
set their feet in that country under the | Britain and Wolf Tone hated Great 
prostituted name of Christianity, carry-| Britain, and was also usually drunk. The 
ing in their train murder, rapine, whisky, | hon. Gentleman was tremendously shocked 


| 


disease, and—the Bible. That is the | at the unburying of the Mahdi’s remains. 


civilisation you have given them. sie What is there horrible in that? I re- 
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member not so very long ago that asec-{ Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: [| have 
tion of the Irish people who sympathised | been in Africa. 


with the hon. Gentleman desired to show | Coronen SAUNDERSON: Then Iam 
their hatred for a gentleman who was the | 





bead 0 Uhke Willies ‘ma Tneland, atid they | sorry the hon. Member did not remain 
took up his wife’s remains and threw them 
into a river. My memory may fail me, 
but I do not remember that the hon. 
Member then rose in his place and called 
down the denunciations of all Christian 
men on this abominable act. The Chris- 
tianity of the hon. Member seems to be 
~ somewhat sporadic in its character. To 
my mind, the shooting of a so-called 
landgrabber, the houghing of a cow, or 
injuring a dumb beast, is fifty times worse 
than the digging up of the remains of a 
dead fanatic. I pass from the remarks of 
the hon. Member, and desire to say a word 
or two on the more serious aspect of the 
case as put forward by the right hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Montrose. [ lis- 
tened tohisspeech to-night, andas I listened 
compared it with the speech he delivered 
on the 25th of May, which to my mind 
explained the object of the speech of to- 
night. In the speech of the 25th of May 
the right hon. Gentleman brought a 
bill of indictment against the Government 
and summoned them before the bar of 
civilised opinion. In that speech, in order 
that we might judge the Vote we are 
discussing to-night, he read numerous 
letters giving an account of all the abomi- 
nable cruelty and tyranny we practised. 
If it is true, as has been alleged, that the 
British are bloodthirsty and revengeful 
and deal cruelly with these native races, 
then one would expect them to be univer- 
sally hated by the native races. 


Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: So you are. 


CotoneL SAUNDERSON : I venture 
to say that the hon. Member who makes 
the statement has never been in Africa. 

Colonel Saunderson, 


; there. I have been all over these coun- 
tries, and I ask anyone who has ever 
visited this country to look at the rela- 
tions which exist in South Africa between 
the natives and the British. The whole 
of the black races are on the British side 
and they hate the Boers. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose 
seemed to say that he should deal all 
round with the black races as he should 
deal with the white. I at once deny that. 
The ordinary black you meet with in 
Africa is a man with the intelligence of a 
child and the passions of a man. In 
dealing with a child you restrain him 
until his intellect has grown sufficiently 
to guide him. If he were to try that on 
the Upper Congo, what would he find? 
The first thing the natives would do 
would be to fatten him and then eat him. 
Then as to Egypt, see what the tyrannical 
British have done there. We have been 
masters of the Soudan for some time, and 








we intend to remain so ; we are in Egypt, 
and intend to remain there; and what have 
we done? We have raised up out of the 
wretched people an army to which it is a 
credit to belong, soldiers worthy to stand 
by our own men. What about the 
Soudanese ? We have only to think of 
them at Omdurman under British officers. 
So long as a nation can always produce 
the right man at the right time, that 
nation is on the rising grade. We, thank 
God, are on the rising grade. We are 
told that the whole country was shocked 
at this terrible act of desecration. I can 
only speak for myself, and I was not in 
the least shocked at the desecration of 
the tomb of the Mahdi. On the contrary, 








I thought it one of the wisest acts that 


| ever was done. I do not say it was done 
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in the right way. I think it ought to 
have been carried out with more ceremony, 
not out of respect for the memory of the 
Mahdi, whose acts were not calculated to 
inspire affection—who as a bloodthirsty 
tyrant has left a record which will 
never be forgotten—but because I think 
it would have been a wise thing to 
attract the universal attention of the 
inhabitants of the Soudan, in the neigh- 
bourhood of Omdurman, to the fact that 
we had conquered the Mahdi’s country, 
and had taken the bones of the false 
prophet out of their tomb and scattered 
them to the winds. The right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose 
Burgh drew a terrible picture of our 
men taking up the corpse of the Mahdi 
and cracking off his head. This has had 
a terrible effect on the Liberal and Radical 
Federation. (Laughter, and an honourable 
Member : “ Where’s the joke ?”) I should 
look upon it as a joke if the hon. Mem- 
ber’s head was cut off. I certainly think 
it would have been better, for the 
suke of the peace of the Soudan, 
if as much notoriety as _ possible 
could have been given to what I look 
upon as having been a very wise pro- 
ceeding. It was our duty, having taken 
the country, to ensure its peace. Any- 
body who knows anything about the 
Mahometan world is aware that if we had 
allowed a sort of Mecca to grow up about 
Omdurman we should have seen a re- 
crudescence of disturbance which would 
inevitably have led to a vast expenditure 
of life and money. I admit that the 
taking up of a dead man’s bones and the 
scattering of them was a very unfortu- 
nate necessity—a thing one would not 
choose to do; and, from what I know of 
Lord Kitchener, it was a thing which, if 
he had not believed it to be an impera- 
tive necessity, he would not have done. 
He realised, knowing the country as he 
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did, and knowing the nature and charac- 
ter of the Mahometans, that to leave 
there a centre of fanaticism for a fanatical 
population to dwell upon would have 
been an act of insanity. I not only 
think it was a wise thing to dig up the 
remains of the Mahdi, but I hope the 
tomb itself will be rased to the ground, 
and nothing of it left. The idea that 
Lord Kitchener, who knocked the Mahdi’s 
army into a cocked hat, was animated by 
a spirit of revenge, is preposterous. Can 
anybody be foolish enough to believe 
that he would have revenged himself on 
the dead bones of a man he had never 
seen? The idea of revenge could never 
have entered into the head of Lord 
Kitchener or any other man with a grain 
of sense. It was done for the purpose of 
establishing peace in the Soudan, and, so 
far as it was done for that object, it 
merits the approval of this country ; and 
I hope the maudlin sentimentality that 
has been showered over this act will be 
dissipated to the winds by the common- 
sense of the British people. We must 
remember the task we are performing in 
Africa. We are not there simply found- 
ing colonies, we are creating an Empire, 
and in doing that I believe we are ful- 
filling a noble destiny. We are bringing 
into the Dark Continent civilisation ; we 
shall also bring peace and prosperity, and 
the nations of the world will do well to 
learn that it isa dangerous and some- 
times a fatal thing to get in the way of a 
nation that is fulfilling its destiny. 


Mr. R. WALLACE (Edinburgh, E.) : 
The case against the argument of my 
right hon. friend has been a restatement 
of the tyrant’s plea of necessity. But, 
however calculated to be useful as a 
matter of order Lord Kitchener’s ex- 
pedient might have been, it was an 
expedient which ought never to haye been 
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put in force. There are times when you 
must draw a line, and say that whatever 
may be gained, or whatever may be lost, 
across that line we must not go. I should 
like to ask whether the country can afford 
to give this grant of money. I do not 
think we can. I listened most carefully 
to the discussions on the Finance Bill, 


{COMMONS} 





and it seemed to me that we are not able 
to pay our way as we go along, and that 
we are compelled to have recourse to the 
proverbial old stocking in which we have 
been making provision for a rainy day. 
If we pass this Vote we shall have to 
make another excursion to the garret in 
search of the old stocking, and take out of 
it a much larger sum than appears on the 
face of this Vote. If you are going to 
pay Lord Kitchener for taking Omdurman, 
you will have to give the army some- 





thing as well, because the army, even 
from Lord Kitchener’s own testimony, did 
half the work. If it had not been for the 
bravery of the officers and soldiers there | 
would not have been nearly so many 
Dervishes killed. Dervishes, fighting in 
defence of their faith and their father- 
land, are, I understand, tolerably formid- 
able enemies, but our brave soldiers did 
not mind that. They knew that if they 
once got behind their killing machinery 
they could mow down these ridiculous 
enthusiasts like ninepins, at 900 and 
even 1,000 yards distance ; and they did 
it bravely and splendidly. As has been 
rightly said, they killed more men per 
minute than have been killed in any pre- 
vious war. In short, “it was a glorious 
victory,” and are these men to get nothing ? 
When the working classes, out of whose 
pockets a very large portion of this grant 
must come, consider this Vote, they will 
not like the differential treatment of the 
General and the men. “ This is just the 
old story over again,” they will say— 
“the aristocratic head official gets every- 
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thing, while the poor man who risks his 
life and does the work gets nothing.” *—— 


Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: I should 
like to say just a few words before 
this debate concludes, and to briefly refer 
to the speech of the right honourable 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose. [ 
regret that the right honourable Gentle- 
man should have thought it his duty to 
make the speech which he has made. The 
harm that is done by speeches of that kind 
is difficult to estimate ; and it is the more 
dangerous because the attack is by inu- 
endo and not direct. The essence of the 
charge is now withdrawn, and with regard 
to the question of policy the right honour- 
able Gentleman says that Lord Cromer’s 
opinion is not of the first importance. 
Why ? Because he has not been in the 
Soudan. But is not the opinion of Lord 
Cromer as valuable, if not more valuable, 
than that of any other man in Egypt or 
out of it? The right honourable Gentle- 
man did not cite the opinion of Lord 
Kitchener himself, and I can hardly 
imagine, “wext to that of Lord Cromer, 
an opinion more valuable than Lord 
Kitchener’s, As to the question of policy, 
that should not have been dealt with in 
the language generally associated with 
great political crimes. We are conscious 





*At this point the hon. Member was appa: 
rently seized with momentary faintness. 
“His voice faltered, he could not read his 
notes or find his eye-glass, nor could he 
drink, or even hold in his hands the glass of 
water that was passed to him from the front 
Opposition bench. He sat down abruptly, 
and, after a painful pause, Mr. Arnold-Forster 
continued the debate.”—(Zhe Times). Mr. 
Wallace was removed to Westminster Hos- 
pital, where he expired at two o’clock on the 
morning of the 6th June—within three hours 
of his rising to address the House. The cause 
of death is stated to have been cerebral 
congestion, 
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of the’ danger to this country of allowing 
our people to get out of hand. We have 
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| gretted that Lord Kitchener did not 
recollect and follow the words and 


known it for centuries, and have for | example of Charles V., who, when urged 


centuries been providing every safeguard | 
against the evil it might do; and no 
nation in the world, I assert, has succeeded 
so well or so far in this respect as we | 
have. It is hard, when we know what 


our people are doing and refraining from | 


doing, that their efforts should be mini- 
mised by such an unfortunate speech as 
that of the right honourable Gentleman 


opposite. 


by Catholic advisers to wreck vengeance 
on the tomb of Luther, replied, “I war 
not with the dead, but with the living.” 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall): I 
desire to call the attention of the Com- 
mittee and the Government to the action 
of Lord Kitchener with regard to Chris- 

| tian missions. He desires the best in- 
| terests of the Soudanese, and has raised 
| £100,000 to found an Educational College 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I should | in memory of General Gordon. He has, 
have liked very much to reply to the | however, excluded from the subjects 
speech of the Member for North Armagh, | taught that which was the root of Gor- 
but I must pay some regard to the late- | don’s strength, the mainspring of his 
ness of the hour and the patience of | actions, and what he most of all desired 


honourable Members. With regard to the | 
desecration of the Mahdi’s body, I submit 
that we have no right to do what is| 
morally wrong, even if it be politically 
right. England is supposed to be the 
elevator of nations, but in her actions 
towards other nations she takes a lower | 
tone, and in this matter it is proposed to 
sanction a foul and disgusting outrage. 
It grieves me to think I am in opposition 
to Lord Rosebery in this matter. Lord 
Rosebery thinks we ought to give Lord 
Kitchener £30,000 on becoming a peer. 
I always thought it was those who re- 
ceived the peerages who paid. The pro- 
posed grant—£30,000—was exactly the 
sum of Mr. Hooley’s cheque which he | 
thought would work miracles and make 
him one of the gentlemen of England—a 
member of the Carlton Club. I am not 
going through the various reasons which 
have been given in justification of this 
grant. I can only say that the desecration 
of the Mahdi’s body is a denial by a pro- 
fessedly Christian nation of theimmortality 
of the soul. It is very much to be re- 
VOL. LXXII. [Fourtu Serrizs.] 








to give to the nations --namely, the Chris-- 
tian religion. For the establishment of 
a mission the funds have been subscribed 
and the men are ready to go, but Lord 
Kitchener has forbidden them to enter 
Khartoum, through fear, it is believed, of 
complications with the French. I expect ~ 


| that that danger has probably by this time 


passed away. It has been stated in the 
newspapers that Cardinal Vaughan is or- 
ganising a Roman Mission which is to take 
the place of ihe Italian priests who had 
been expelled, and it seems to be time to ~ 
remove the embargo on Protestant mis- 
sions, and not to follow the mistaken, 
cowardly policy of the East India Com- 
pany of excluding missions for many years, 
only to find that in the Mutiny the Chris- 
tian converts saved India for England. 1 
hope that the attention of the Govern- 
ment will be given to the subject. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 393 ; 
Noes, 51. (Division List No. 170.) 
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to be reported to-morrow. 


left the chair':to make his Report to the | Committee to sit again upon Wednesday. 
House adjourned at ten minutes after 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. Woodhouse and Conisbrough Railway 
(Abandonment). 
Tuesday, June 6th 1899. | Coalville Urban District Gas. 
—— | Glastonbury Water. 
ROYAL ASSENT. | ° Queen’s Ferry Bridge. 
COMMISSION. PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





following Bill dthe R 1| | Tur LORD CHANCELLORacquainted 
“aod ‘opine sia ciane re acacia cal | the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
lici | ments had laid upon the Table the Certifi- 
saosin | cates from the Examiners that the further 
Supreme Court (Appeals). | Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
Public Libraries (Scotland) Acts Amend- | ing Bills have been complied with : 
ment. 
LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 


Metropolitan Water Companies. ’ RAILWAY. 
Education Department Prov isional | 

Order Confirmation (Swansea). | LEITH HARBOUR AND DOCKS. 
Metropolitan Police Provisional Order. | BELFAST WATER. 
Peg Government Provisional Orders} And also the Certificate that the further 
No. 1). | Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 


Te Andrew’s Burgh Provisional ear ing Bill have not been complied with : 
Confirmation. 

Rushden and Higham Ferrers District 
Gas, | The same were ordered to lie on the 

Ilford Urban District Council (Rates). | Table. 


eeeeen eee BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
Herne Bay Water. RAILWAY BILL. 


Walton-on-Thames and Weybridge Gas. | Pearinsss >: ck ter ay? . need 
| pllance with the Standing Orders referre 
Crowborough District Gas. 'to the Standing Orders Committee on 


BELFAST CORPORATION. 


St. David’s Water and Gas. | Monday next. 
Clay Cross Water. 
Glasgow District Subway. BELFAST CORPORATION BILL. 


Examiner’s Certificates of non-com- 


Loughborough and Sheepshed Railway. pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
'to the Standing Orders Committee on 


Dublin Improvement (Bull Alley Area). | 
Bristol Floods Prevention. Monday next. 


Perth Water, Police, and Gas. 
LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH- 


Vale of Glamorgan Railway. | COAST RAILWAY (PENSIONS) BILL. 

Wallasey Tramways and Improve-| Committee to meet on Thursday next. 
ments, 

Northern Assurance Company. SHOTLEY BRIDGE AND _ CONSETT 


DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


Tenterden Railway. 
4 Committee to meet on Friday next. 


Surrey Commercial Docks. 
Horsforth Urban District Council | tRaNsVAAL MORTGAGE LOAN AND 
(Water). FINANCE COMPANY BILL [u.1.}. 
ypurley in-Whariedale Urban District} Reported with amendments. 

ater, 
Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton Urban AYR BURGH BILL. 
istrict Council Water. Read 2a, and committed. 
VOL. LXXII. —[Fourrs Szruzs,] P 
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LOWESTOFT WATER AND GAS BILL | heard by counsel against the Bills to be 


[H.L. ]. 


heard as desired, as also counsel for the 


Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the | Bills. 


Commons. 


AND HULL AND 
(JOINT 


NORTH - EASTERN 
BARNSLEY RAILWAYS 
DOCK) BILL [u.t.]. 

Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 

Commons. 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 


[H.L.]. 
Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
ILFORD GAS BILL, 


Read 3a with the amendments ; further 
amendments made; Bill passed, and _ re- 
turned to the Commons, 


WOLVERHAMPTON TRAMWAYS BILL | 


[H.L. }. 


WOLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION 
BILL [H.L.]. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.L.]. 


FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL, 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 


RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 


CIL BILL. 
WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills ; (viz.), 

D. Northumberland (chairman), 
E. Bradford, 

L. Clonbrock, 

L. Clanwilliam (E. Clanwilliam), 
L. Crawshaw. 

Agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : The Committee to meet on 
Thursday next, at Eleven of the clock ; and 
all petitions referred tothe Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 

| Brought from the Commons ; read 1a; 

| and referred to the Examiners. 


| 
| 
| BOOTLE CORPORATION BILL. 
| Brought from the Commons ; read 1a; 
| and referred to the Examiners. 


| BROUGHTY FERRY GAS AND PAVING 
ORDER BILL [H.L.]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


EDUCATIONAL DEPARTMENT PROVI. 
SIONAL ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(ABERAVON, ETC.) BILL [H.1.]. 

Returned from the Commons agreed 
to, 


NORFOLK ESTUARY BILL [u.1.}. 


Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


BRIGG URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
Returned from the Commons with the 
amendments agreed to, 





INFECTIOUS DISEASE (NOTIFICATION) 
ACT (1889) EXTENSION BILL. 


| Returned from the Commons with the 
| amendment agreed to, 


HULL, BARNSLEY AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with an amendment, 


ST. ALBANS GAS BILL [1.1]. 


Returned from the Commons agreed to, 
with amendments. 





JONES’S DIVORCE BILL [u.1.]. 
Message from the Commons for copy of 
the minutes of evidence taken before this 
House ; together with the proceedings and 
the documents deposited in the case: 
Ordered to be communicated, with a re- 





quest that they may be returned. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION. 


(LIVERPOOL) BILL [u.1.]. 


Read 3a (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 
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PILOTAGE PROVISIONAL ORDER BILL. { establishment of the Commissioners of 


Read 3a (according to order), and | Northern Lighthouses, and in the salary 
passed. }of Mr. William Coats, accountant and 
| cashier to the Commissioners. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. | SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
Read 2a (according to order), and com- | AMENDMENT ACT, 1875. 
mitted: The Committee to be proposed Order in Council of 19th May 1899, 
hy the Committee of Selection. / amending the Order in Council of 28th 


sical tents ra ppavietaaray | July. 1893, so far as it relates to the 
ELEC TNORDERS (No) il ISIONAL | South-Eastern Circuit. 


as 9 g i ‘ c - 

Read ” (according to order), and com | GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole House | 1865-1869. 
nes | Order in Council of 19th May 1899, 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 2Uthorising the grant of a special gratuity 

ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [1.t. }. | to Mrs. Lynch. 
> 6 2 abl 5 . | 

<ipaiaah wate dada | COLONIAL PROBATES ACT, 1892. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | Order in Council of 19th May 1899, 

ORDERS (No. 13) BILL [H.L. ]. | applying the Colonial Probates Act, 1892, 
Read 2a (according to order). | to the Colony of Queensland. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL [H.1.]. (IRELAND). 
Read 2a (according to order). | Rule made by the Intermediate Educa- 


re BI F cation Board for Ireland appointing the 
TRAMW Ate oo eet IRMATION | places at which examinations for 1899 
RS etl Bias | shall be held. 
Read 2a (according to order). | 

| INDIA (PROGRESS AND CONDITION). 
Statement exhibiting the moral and 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. material progress and condition of India 
| during the year 1897-98: Thirty-fourth 
‘number. Laid before the House (pur- 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACT, ; Nt : 
1888 (SECTION 31). suant to Act), and ordered to lie on the 


Sixth Report by the Board of Trade | — ee, aren 
of proceedings under section 31 of the | 
Act, including proceedings upon com- | PETITION. 
plaints made under section 1 of the | ors 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1894. | MUNICIPAL CORPORATION (BOROUGH 


FUNDS) ACT, 1872. 
IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL Petition for amendment of ; of Urban 
RENTS). age ane aia 
r District Council of Leadgate ; read, and 
—— for the month of November | ordered to lie on the Table. 





a OaYRYS FARM AND | pREVENTION OF 6 at ca BILL. 
sing [H.L.’ 
Report on the condition of the Alder- anes Wanna 


shot Camp Sewage Farm, and of the) 
dairy maintained upon it. _ Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
Presented (by command), and ordered | ing read. 
to lie on the Table. Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN : 
My Lords, having explained the prin- 
MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. —_— ciples. and provisions of the Bill at 
Order in Council of 19th May 1899, | considerable length on the occasion of its 
authorising an increase in the clerical | introduction, I do not intend, in moving its 


P 2 
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Second Reading, to delay your Lordships | 


by making more than a very few observa- 
tions. The Bill has not only been largely 
discussed in the Press, but it has also been 
very generally considered by the Chambers 
of Commerce, the Trade Associations, and 
the various Co-operative Associations 
throughout the country, and there has 
been a unanimous opinion expressed by 
these various authorities in favour of the 
principle of the Bill, and I would go 
further, and say, in favour of a stringent 
measure to enforce the principle of this 


Bill. This is not merely an opinion which | 
has been expressed apart from the oppor- | 
tunity of seeing the Bill itself, because | 


the Bill has been widely circulated by 
myself amongst the Chambers of Com- 
merce, and the opinions they 


consideration of the actual provisions of 
the Measure. I do not desire that your 
Lordships should understand that in all 
the details of the Bill these various bodies 
agree, but the great majority of them 


have expressed a general approval of the | 


Bill as it stands. I have myself been in 
communication with representatives: of 
certain interests that might be supposed 
to be affected by the Bill if it became 


Law—persons representing Bankers, In- | 


surance Companies, and Solicitors. I 
have listened to the representations they 


have made, and have very little doubt | 


that in Committee I shall be able to make 
such alterations in the Bill as will meet 
any just objections they may be inclined 
to put forward to its provisions. In 


moving the Second Reading of the Bill, I | 


will conclude by stating the course I 
propose to take if, as I should hope I may 
anticipate, your Lordships give the Bill 
a Second Reading this evening. I intend 
to put it down for the Committee stage 
on Thursday ; and, inasmuch as it would 
be much more convenient that the Bill 
should go before a Committee, whether a 
Select Committee or a Grand Committee, 
to be considered in detail, with all the 
Amendments printed—and I may mention 
that the number of Amendments which I 
have to propose is not inconsiderable 
—I shall propose on Thursday to recommit 
the Bill pro forma, in order that it may be 
reprinted with the Amendments. I now 
beg to move that the Bill be read a second 
time. 


Moved— 


{LORDS} 


have | 
expressed have been arrived at after) 
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*THE LORD BISHOP or LONDON: 
My Lords, this Bill, as the Preamble 
states, is for the purpose of putting a stop 
to a practice which is producing great evils 
by corrupting the morals of the community; 
and from that point of view I cannot ab- 
stain from taking a great interest in the 
Bill, and from expressing the hope that it 
will successfully pass through your Lord- 
ships’ House. If the Bill was concerned 
solely with what is called commercial 
morality, I should not have ventured to 
address the House upon it ; but it concerns 
all pecuniary dealings between man and 
man. It deals with a practice which taints 
almost everything men are able to do one 
with another. It deals with a mischief, 
the principle of which is that no money is 
to be passed from one person to another 
without some of it sticking to the fingers 
of everyone who touches it. Such a 

principle as that, which meets with mute 
and tacit acceptance by society, really 
| constitutes a very great danger, and pre- 
vents us from trusting even those who are 
|in our most intimate employment ; it pre- 
_vents them, when they wish to be strictly 
| honest, from entirely succeeding, and it 
removes the basis of confidence which it is 
so desirable to maintain in all the dealings 
which we have one with another. _ If this 
| practice only extended to the matter of 
gratuities passing between one person and 
another upon every transaction that took 
place, though it might be exceedingly 
undesirable, yet it might not be entirely 
reprehensible. There was a time, I 
believe, when even the occupants of the 
| Judicial Bench received gratuities from 
those whom they tried; and, though it 
might be urged that if they received them 
impartially from both parties, and decided 
| the case according to the evidence, no par- 
' ticular harm was done, I think it will be 
‘admitted that the practice was not one 
| calculated to promote honourable dealings 
| between the parties. Even the passing of 

gratuities is exceedingly undesirable ; but 
| it is impossible that the evil can stop short 
|there. Gratuities rapidly give an oppor- 
‘tunity for blackmailing, which is one of 
| those incidents of ordinary life to which 
| we must all feel a deep-seated objection. 
/The process by which blackmailing is 
| reached is a very simple one. For instance, 
the representative of a firm doing business 
with another firm on a tolerably large 
scale may get a letter from the principal 
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“ That the Bill be now read 2a.”—TZhe Lord | foreman suggesting that a subscription to 


Russell of Killowen. 
Lord Russell. 


a philanthropic object would be greatly 
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welcomed. The subscription is given, and | 


then the area of subscriptions rapidly | 
extends. Clubs, feasts, festivals, athletic | 
sports, and every pursuit of the employees 
of thefirm which receives goodsare brought 
forward as deserving of support in one form 
or another, and eventually a period is 
reached when the communications become 
of a somewhat more personal character, and 
when a postscript is attached giving the 
private address of the writer. That is 
the beginning of an indication that, unless 
a gratuity is given immediately to the 
correspondent, some objection will be 
taken to the goods that are supplied, and 
the commercial transaction may be brought 
toan end. It is obvious that the existence 
of a state of things such as this is de- 
structive of all morality between man and 
man. I have been informed of a case that 
is still worse, where a foreman received 
from a firm a whole sheaf of postal orders 
with the request that they might be dis- 
tributed among foremen of other firms, 
accompanied by written instructions as to 
the way in which the recipients were to 
pick holes and find fault with the goods sup- 
plied by another firm which the first firm 
meant to cut out in the trade. I need 
not enlarge upon the report of the London 
Chamber of Commerce, which supplies an 
adequate number of instances in which 
the principle of gratuities rapidly develops 
into blackmail. I suppose we are all 
agreed as to the great evil of these illicit 


secret payments, but I can quite under-| 


stand that there may be some differences 
of opinion whether or no the practice can be 
stopped by legislation. I take a high view 
both of the functions and possibilities of 
legislation. It is quite true that men 
cannot be made virtuous by Act of Parlia- 
ment, but at least temptations can be re- 
moved from their path, and it can be made 
more possible for men to be virtuous than 
vicious. One function of the law, at all 
events, is that it should express the 
public conscience, and so break down 
corrupt conventions. There is nothing 
more difficult or more important than to 
break down the conventions of society 
when they become corrupt. It is very 
hard for an individual to resist them by 
himself, or to raise an isolated voice | 
against them ; and it is only when he has 
something to support him that he can 
really hope to succeed in escaping from 
them. These conventions cannot be 
attacked by legislation until they have 
reached a point at which they are ready 
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to fall, and on this question of corrupt 
practices I venture to think that con- 
ventions of trade have reached a point 
when they are ready to fall if a sufficient 
impulse is given to them. There are many 
who are groaning under them, and who 
only require some such support as this Bill, 
if passed, will give them to enable them 
to free themselves. Trade custom in itself 
is very hard to contend against. It is 
not so much a regulation or a habit as an 
atmosphere in which ordinary morality 
has often to be abandoned, frequently 
with a sigh on the part of those who 
adandon it. There are, however, many 
who long to get back to that ordinary 
morality which in their private life they 
can afford to practise, but which they are 
compelled to put on one side in their 
commercial life. How are they to do so? 
If a man says to one who asks him to 
consent either to give or to receive an 
illicit commission, “ You are asking me to 
do a dishonourable act,” the answer is, 
“Tf you want to keep your honour you 
should not come here.” If he says, “ You 
ask me to do an illegal act,” the answer 
is, ‘What does it matter, there is no 
penalty?” But when he is in a position 
to say, “ You are asking me to commit a 
misdemeanour for which you and I can 
be imprisoned,” the position becomes 
entirely different. It is by the introduction 
of that position, and by giving that support, 
that a corrupt convention can be broken 
down, evil habits adandoned, andanewstart 
made. The great force of law, after all, 
lies in its power of isolation, tracing an 
offence back to its causes, and onwards to 
its consequences. It is useless to say that 
the law has not succeeded in the past. 
The law has succeeded. A representative 
of a great firm to whom I was talking on 
this subject told me that in his dealings 
with foreign countries he was compelled 
to give bribes to obtain orders, and in 
dealing with firms in this country gratui- 
ties had also to be given. “But,” he 
added, “there is one class of the com- 
munity—those who bear Her Majesty’s 
Commission—in dealing with whom there 
is no suggestion of agratuity.” There is, 
therefore, one class above suspicion. An 
Act of Parliament has been passed to en- 
force upon public bodies the same 
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‘standard as that which prevails amongst 
those who hold Her Majesty’s Commis- 


sion ; and I venture to think the time has 


arrived when that Act should be extended 


universally, when the whole community 











419 


deserves the same protection, and when 
the same sentiment of honour may be 
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| 
| 
| 


encouraged in the mind of everybody, | 
because they have behind them the law | 


which explains and enforces the true 
meaning of their actions, and gives them 
the necessary stimulus to be true to what, 
in their own hearts, they know to 
be right, and to stand up for upright- 


ness in their dealings one with another. No | 


| 
| 


doubt the provisions of the Bill will meet | 


with close criticism, but the acceptance 
of its principle will, I am quite sure, be 
welcomed by the sound majority of the 
commercial world, who will feel their 
hands strengthened in resisting the 
tyranny of the petty dishonesty which at 
present weaves its meshes around them in 


a way which it is exceedingly difficult for | 


them to overcome without such help as 
this Bill provides. 


THE MARQUESS or LONDON- 
DERRY : My Lords, I cannot but think 
that this Bill is one that should be only 
alluded to and supported or opposed by 
those whom I may call legal experts. on 
this somewhat complicated question ; but 
I am quite sure we all welcome the 
admirable speech which has just been de- 


livered by the right reverend Prelate, | 
who has touched upon the question from a | 


moral and thoroughly practical point of 
view. I confess that, under these cir- 


cumstances, I feel considerable diffidence | 


in rising to address your Lordships on 
this question, and, indeed, I should not 


‘to Clauses 7 and 8, which the 


do so but for the fact that I have the | 


honour to be a member of a most impor- 
tant Chamber of Commerce—the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the City of Belfast— 
the members of which watch with a very 
jealous eye all measures that come before 
Parliament, and do me the great honour 


of asking me to criticise or put forward | 


their views when any measure in which 
they are interested comes before your 
Lordships’ House. 
of Commerce have 
interest in this Bill, and, like all right- 
thinking business men, they regard its 
object as most laudable. 
time, they would feel greatly obliged to 


At the same | 


The Belfast Chamber | 
taken considerable | 
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opposite, and, consequently, to your 
Lordships’ House, by the Chamber of 
Commerce of the City of London, The 
Bill, as it then stood, was closely con- 
sidered by the Chamber to which I have 
the honour to belong, and some of its 
provisions did not meet with their ap- 
proval. They consequently issued a draft 
on first reading that Bill, and in that draft 
they protested against a provision which 
appeared in one of the clauses to the 
effect that every case of undisclosed com- 
mission or inducement should be deemed 
to be corrupt and, ipso facto, punishable, 
Since that draft was issued a considerable 
change has been made in the provision 
referred to, and it has been amended in 
such a way that no consideration given 
or offered to any agent, by any person 
having business relations with the prin- 
cipal of such agent, shall be deemed to 
have been corruptly given or offered when 
it is proved that the principal had given 
his consent thereto, or that the considera- 
tion was not calculated or intended, and 
had no tendency, to corrupt the agent by 
inducing him to do or to leave undone 
something contrary to his duty, or by 
creating any other undue influence on the 
mind of the agent. The Belfast Chamber 
of Commerce welcome the change in 
Clause 3, which has been made under the 
auspices of the noble and learned Lord 
the Lord Chief Justice. But there are 
two clauses in the Bill which they think 
wil] work harshly and unjustly — I allude 
3elfast 
Chamber of Commerce consider of some- 
what too wide and drastic a character. 
They consider that there might be greater 
leniency shown in certain cases be- 
tween a donor and a recipient, and 
that there should be a difference made 
between persons between whom fiduciary 
relations exist and those between whom 
no such relations exist. They also con- 
sider that hard cases might arise under 
these clauses, and that persons might be 
injuriously affected who had _ no intention 
to carry on their business except in a 
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| bond fide manner. In a report sent to 


the noble and learned Lord in charge of | 


the Bill if he could see his way in Com- 
mittee to make some slight alterations 
which would meet their views. 


| 


me examples have been given to show 
that it would be possible for recom- 
mendations to be given in a_ perfectly 
Loni fide manner to employ a doctor or 
solicitor, or to patronise a particular 


establishment ; but apparently under the 
As I| Bill any gift or advantage conferred in 


understand, this Bill was originally recom- | recognition of such friendly offices, even 
mended to the noble and learned Lord, a return of similar recommendations, 


Bishop of London. 


| 
t 
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might be treated as a criminal offence. | likely then to do a great deal more than 


The Belfast Chamber of Commerce speak | 
in the highest possible terms in support 

of the provisions of the Bill dealing with | 
the giving to agents of false or misleading | 
accounts or receipts, and they consider | 
these very excellent provisions. There | 
is one other point upon which the Belfast | 
Chamber of Commerce offer a sugges- | 
tion, and it is that prosecutions under | 
this Bill, when it becomes an Act, should, 
so far as Ireland is concerned, be ~aih 
stituted by the Attorney-General for 


it intends by reason of the feeling that 
something must be done. The inevitable 
result is that a reaction sets in against 
what it is desirable and proper todo. Al- 
though I have said this by way of caution, I 
heartily agree with the general object of the 
Bill. I think there is a considerable demand 
for it. I confess for myself that, regard- 
ing our Acts of Parliament as perhaps the 
most well-founded portions of our history 
—TI think it has been remarked that it is 
almost certain they will be accepted as 


Ireland. They are of opinion that if a | absolute verities by future generations—I 
provision +o that effect were inserted | do think the preamble of the Bill is a 


frivolous objections would not be raised, 
and they consider that it would be the 
means, to a great extent, of avoiding the 
blackmailing of innocent people. I know 
quite well that these are questions which 
should be dealt with in Committee, and 
I feel that I owe your Lordships an 
apology for having brought under your 
attention so many details at this stage of 
the Bill; but, as a member of an im- 
portant Chamber of Commerce, I felt it 
my duty to bring before the House the 
opinions of the Chamber upon the Bill, 
so as to give the noble and learned Lord 
who is in charge of it an opportunity of 
thinking over the suggestions, and, I 
hope, eventually acquiescing in them. 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (the 
Fart of HALspury): My Lords, I should 
be very sorry indeed to utter a discordant 
note, and I suppose if it were put in an 
abstract form nobody would deny that 
there ought to be punishment for bribing | 
an agent to betray his principal. The 
only observation I have to make has been 
in a measure anticipated by the noble 


Marquess, and it is that several of the | 


provisions of the Bill might be misunder- | 


stood, and possibly might work injustice | 
‘right rev. brother the Bishop of London 


by operating in a direction quite the con- 
trary to what is intended. It is unneces- 
sary to go further into criticisms of this 
sort, not only because this is not the 
period for criticism on particular clauses, 
but also because the noble and learned 
Lord the Lord Chief Justice has_inti- 
mated that he himself intends to move 
amendments which your Lordships will be 
able to consider. May I say generally 
that when we are all agreed that something 
has to be done and that very drastic | 
measures are demanded, it is sometimes 
the most dangerous condition into which 


| little too sweeping in its allegations of 


corruption and immorality. The pream- 


ble states that— 


‘“Whereas secret commissions in various 


| forms are prevalent to a great extent in almost 
| all trades and professions, and in some trades 


the said practice has increased and is increasing : 
And whereas the said practice is producing 
great evils, by corrupting the morals of the 
community, and by discouraging honest trade 
and enterprise, and it is expedient to check the 
same ‘ad other kindred malpractices, by 
making them criminal.” 


We need not, I think, stamp our century 
with the imputation that the whole of our 
morals are being corrupted by this system. 
I do not know that a preamble is of very 


/much consequence to any Act of Parlia- 


_ment, but I do hope that my noble and 


learned friend will not be too much 
enamoured of the language of the preamble 
to render it necessary for us to stamp this 


/century in the way this preamble does. 


On the part of Her Majesty’s Government, 
I have to say that they welcome this Bill, 


and are not in the least disposed to oppose 


its second reading, 


*THE LORD BISHOP or WIN- 
CHESTER: My Lords, although my 


| has already addressed to your Lordships 


words which we should all have been 
sorry to lose, I hope your Lordships will 
not feel it inappropriate that something 
further should be said from this bench on 
a matter which so closely concerns the 
moral well-being of the community. 
Bishops and clergy are specially concerned 
in this matter, not merely as those who 
have a supreme interest in the morals of 
the people, but because, from the cireum- 
stances of their life-work, they have of 
necessity a special knowledge on the subject 


a Legislature can get, because it is very which is not possessed by all your Lord- 


Marquess of Londonderry, 
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ships. The ordinary life of the parish | kind. They are supported by practically 
clergyman brings him in contact with | all the chambers of commerce throughout 
those in the lower grades of industrial life. | the land, and one has only to be very 
They come to him, not as to an employer, | briefly in communication with those whose 
not as to a politician, but as to a personal | affairs bring them into contact with the 
friend, whose advice they seek and to questions with which this Bill deals to 
whom they open their hearts; and it | find how general is the approval of. it, 
would be very easy for anyone who has;One man who occupies a__ position 
had this experience to give your Lord-| which gives him wide and varied know- 
ships case after case in which, against | ledge of the commercial world writes : 
their will, men, and perhaps women, have), The evil aimed at is pe dare FEAT od 

; : : 1e evil aimed at is so great and so mis- 
lost their self-respect by having to fall in | chievous that I think the advantage of an 
with these trade customs, from which they | chance of checking it far outweighs the possible 
cannot escape. The testimony of working inconvenience or even hardship which might 
men on this subject is, so far as I know, | @tise in some really innocent cases. 
practically unanimous as to the way in Five or six years ago a Church society 
which their particular trades are corrupted | with which I have the honour to be con- 
under this system. In the not incon-| nected, a society which interests itself 
siderable correspondence which I have | specially: in social problems, issued 
been engaged in on this subject, one) 4 Jarge ‘number of inquiries to em- 
man after another bears testimony to ployers of labour and men of busi- 
this fact, that the present alienation jess; with reference to the difficulty, 
of large bodies of workmen from the if any, experienced by them in reconcilin 
ordinary ministrations of religion and the | the principles of the highest honesty al 
observance of public worship is due, in no probity with the ordinary transactions in 
small measure, to the fact that they feel it which they were daily engaged. The 
would be hypocritical to appear as result of these inquiries was seen in the 
religious men when in their trade and melancholy monotony of the replies. So 
ordinary life they are reluctantly but con-| mych information was given by the 
stantly engaged in doing things which are | [ord Chief Justice on the matter that it 
contrary to such public profession. I am) would be mere repitition were I to 
sure, therefore, that the bishops | and quote the answers received, but I could 
clergy throughout the land will give a easily do so if desired. There is one 
cordial welcome to the Bill the second answer, however, which I should like to 
reading of which the Lord Chief Justice | read to the House, as representing the 
has just moved. May I venture to say | drift ofmany others and because it concerns 
that I am specially thankful for the | closely a good many of those who sit in 
quarter from which the Bill has come. I your Lordships’ House. The writer, 
try to picture sometimes to myself what | speaking of the difficulty which he, as a 
would have been the comments which veterinary surgeon, experienced with re- 
would have been made on the Bill had it | gard to the acceptance of bribes by the 
emanated from the members of the | Various coachmen and others with whom 
episcopal bench. We should have heard | he had to do business, says : 
of the fantastic, unpractical, utopian ideas | ihumeiimaaies PETE ; 

roe ; never give these bribes. But if there be 

of the clergy, living up ina balloon and any necessity for it, that is the fault of the 
out of touch with the ordinary commercial | so-called ‘ better classes.” They may not like 
conditions of public life and trade. But, | being robbed, but they would rather be robbed 
fortunately, the Bill comes to us from a_| than bothered.” 
source which none dares thus to decry. | When the veterinary surgeon who was 
It comes to us on the motion of| pressed for these bribes went to the 
the Lord Chief Justice of England,| employer he was told that it was no 
who told us, in his opening remarks | doubt unfortunate, but it could not be 
on the subject, that he spoke from| helped, and that it was a pity he had 
much experience, largely professional | raised the question. Now, my Lords, 
and in part judicial, as to the evils, the | under the existing law, what can we 
magnitude of which it is impossible to| expect such a man to do? There is, 
exaggerate. The noble and learned Lord | it seems to me, a deep pathos in the posi- 
has been supported throughout by Sir | tion of people, hating the system and 
Edward Fry, than whom no man is more | longing to get rid of it, but feeling that 
entitled to deal with questions of thig| unless they are prepared to forfeit their 


Bishop of Winchester. 
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daily bread, it is, simply: impossible to 
ive it up, inasmuch as a few dishonest 
folk can make it exceedingly hard for 
somany. A curious object lesson as to | 
the view of working men upon the matter | 
can be seen in the growth of the Co-ope- | 
rative Wholesale Society. It is part of | 
the working of a trade movement which | 
now reaches some £60,000,000 per annum, 
and the getting rid of this bribery system 
is one of the motives which has _insti- | 
gated these men to found the Whole- | 
sale Society. They contend that they | 
were bound to do so if they were to fall | 
back on what they call the principles of 
the Rochdale pioneers of 50 years ago— 
fundamental honesty in trade. On. 
the general policy of this Bill my cor-| 
respondence shows that there are practi- | 
cally only two lines of objection taken. | 
The first is that the details are) 
unworkable, and in regard to that a good | 
deal may require consideration, but that | 
is an objection which I am very ready to 
leave in the hands of those who are pri- | 
marily responsible for the Bill. But there 
is another objection of which’ not much 
has been heard in these debatcs, though 
it. has been loudly proclaimed outside. 
There are certainly not a few peo- 
ple who think that our competition | 
with foreign traders will be affected | 
if this Bill becomes law. I again venture 
to quote a private letter from one who) 
has had experience all over the world in| 
mercantile affairs, and who says: 


“If this Bill became law we should have to | 
face a loud and logical outcry about driving | 
trade away from this country. It is certain | 
that business without bribery is practically | 
impossible with such countries as Russia, 
Spain, China, South America . . British 
trade is not self-contained, and this question 
of commissions is as international as the ques- 
tion of disarmament.” 

That is a question upon which, as regards 
its technical side, I am incapable of express- 
ing an opinion, but I fall back on the | 
general principle which underlies all legis- | 
lation, or attempted legislation, of this 
kind—the principle that in the long run 
“honesty is the best policy.” My Lords, 
either the Bill is likely to have some | 
effect in stopping bribery or it is not. 
If not, let us oppose it by all means as a | 
useless Bill, but do not let us bring in | 
the totally different question of foreign 
competition. If, on the other hand, we feel | 
that we are by passing this Bill likely to | 
check in some degree an admitted evil, | 
will anyone have the face to say that. we | 
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ought to abstain from doing so lest, if we 
are successful, we might in. some degree 
interfere with our foreign trade? ©The 
success of English trade. threughout the 
world has been .due ;to the excellence of 
our goods ; and, secondly, to the honesty of 
our merchants. Ido not know how many 
of your Lordships have read the extremely 
interesting Blue Book which was published 
last year, containing a summary by the 
Board of Trade of the reports of foreign 
consuls as to the increase or decrease of 
British trade in different parts of the 
world. One learned from that Blue Book, 
amongst many other things, that where 
British trade is being ousted by other trade 
it appears to be, first, in cases where cheap- 
ness, and nothing but cheapness, is the 
consideration, and, secondly, in cases where 
ingenious adaptation to the peculiar wants 
of customers has been more readily 
adopted by our rivals on the Continent 
than by ourselves ; but where quality is 
what is wanted English trade is able to 
hold its ground. I should wish on this 
point to quote two authorities, one of 
them public, and one private. In the 
report to which I have referred it is 
stated, speaking of the competition of 
Russia in cheap sewing machines, that— 

be difficult to draw the line between 
trumpery articles, but it is some- 


“Tt ma 
cheap an 


| thing that the word ‘English’ applied (in 


Russia) to goods or materials usually means 
the best that man can make.” 


Such testimony, coming from an official 


source, is surely of high value. Again, 
to quote from a private letter, the head 
of one of the leading firms in the cotton 


| trade writes : 


“The possession of trade marks that are 
known to and prized by the natives is exceed- 
ingly valuable, and merchants who have them 


| will not hesitate to spend any amount of 


money on their protection from imitation or 
infringement. What makes them valuable is 
the fact that goods on which — appear are 
known to be right. The mark sells the goods, 
but the goods must first of all have earned 


| their reputation. Thirty years ago we began 


consigning to China, really in order to get rid 
of our surplus production. Fora long time 
we did the business at a loss. The goods 
were new to the market and had to be sold for 


| what they would fetch ; but they were honest 


stuft. . . . and they never varied in quality. 
Gradually the Chinese grew familiar with the 
marks. They found the goods bearing those 
marks could be thoroughly depended upon, 
and now they order them in large quantities, 
paying us our price for them.” 


We may lose that reputation if we com- 
pete with other nations in the pitiable 
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expedient of bribery and corruption, and 
once lost that reputation will never be 
regained. Ten years ago, on the initia- 
tive of Lord Randolph Churchill, a Bill 
was passed for preventing corruption on 
the part of the servants of public com- 
panies. I believe the testimony is 
unanimous that that Act, after ten years 
working, has been found to be productive 
of enormous good, and that the abuses 
against which it was aimed have been far 
less prevalent. If anyone will refer to the 
debate in both Houses of Parliament on 
the occasion of the introduction of that 
Bill, he will find that when the 
complaint was made, “ Why stop with 


the servants of public companies ?” | 
the reply was, “We are proceed- 
ing one step at a time. Before 


very long, if it proves successful, the pro- 
visions of the 
venture to think that the time has now 
come when that step, to which those who 
introduced the Bill ten years ago wisely 
looked forward, should be taken. I sup- 
port the second reading of the Bill on all 
these grounds, but most of all on the 
ground that it is our bounden duty to 
help the helpless against a system which 
is daily to a larger extent entangling men 
and women who would fain be free, and 


by depriving them of their self-respect is | 


inflicting a deadly injury upon English life. 


Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN : My 
Lords, the friends of this Bill have, I 


think, every reason to be satisfied with | 
the course the discussion has taken, and | 
the observations I propose to make to | 


your Lordships will be of the briefest 
kind. So far as the speeches that have 
been made are concerned, I have to thank 
the two right rev. Prelates for the valu- 
able contributions they have made to the 
debate in support of this Bill. With re- 
gaurd to the criticisms made by the noble 
Marquess opposite, in his capacity as pre- 
sident of the Belfast Chamber of Com- 
merce, I have to say two things. I shall 
e ideavour, in the Amendments I propose 
to submit, to give effect to some of those 
criticisms, but to one of them I cannot 
eve my assent; on the contrary, I 
s all feel obliged strongly to oppose it ; 
that is, the suggestion that this Bill should 
|)» put in operation only in prosecutions 
to be instituted by the Attorney-General. 


THE MARQUESS oF 
DERRY: In Ireland. 


Bishop of Winchester, 


{LORDS} 


LONDON.- | 
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| Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN : 
| Whether in Ireland, or in England, or by 
‘the Lord Advocate in Scotland, the ad- 
|mission of such a provision would, I 
| believe, render the Bill practically nvga- 
|tory. Iam willing to consider the sug- 
| gestion made by the noble and learned 
| Earl on the Woolsack, whether leave from 
some judicial authority should not be con- 
sidered a necessary precedent to a prose- 
cution, but that is a different matter. I 
confess to a feeling of regret that the 
noble Marquess addressed your Lordships 
_in his character as president of the Belfast 
Chamber of Commerce rather than 


THE MARQUESS or LONDON. 
DERRY: I am not president at the pre- 
sent moment. I am only a member of 
the Belfast Chamber of Commerce. 





3111 will be extended.” I/| 


Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN : 
Iregret that the noble Marquess addressed 
your Lordships in his character as a 
member of the Belfast Chamber of Com- 
merce rather than in his important charac- 
ter as a great coalowner in the North of 
England, because, if my information is 
not very misleading, the noble Lord 
could give us very useful information on 
the subject, which would tend to make 
your Lordships feel that a Bill of this 
kind, and a very stringent Bill indeed, on 
the lines indicated is absolutely called for. 
I thank the noble and learned Earl the 
Lord Chancellor for the spirit in which 
he made his criticism, and it probably 
will relieve his mind if I inform him, in 
reference to his desire for historical 
accuracy in the preamble, that the pre- 
| amble is taken verbatim et literatim from a 

paragraph in the report of the London 
| Chamber of Commerce. I may also add 
| that, inasmuch as I do not myself approve 

of any preambles in Acts of Parliament, 

I intend to move an Amendment to omit 

the preamble altogether. May I again 
inform the House the course I propose 
to take, subject to your Lordships’ 
agreeing to the Second Reading to-night ! 

I intend to put the Bill down for Com- 
| mittee stage on Thursday, but merely for 
, the formal purpose of having it re-com- 
mitted, so that it may come before any 
, Committee your Lordships may decide to 
‘refer it to with the full Amendments 
which I shall propose in print. 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read a 
| second time accordingly, and committed 
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to a Committee of the whole House on|ing thereof, the Standing Orders, not 
Thursday next. | previously inquired into, and which are 

|applicable thereto, have been complied 
MARRIAGES VALIDITY BILL [Lords]. with, viz. :— 


> 
Order of the Day for the Second Read-| Great NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL 


ing read, [Lords]. 

Tur LORD BISHOP or LONDON: SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL 
My Lords, in consequence of a communi- [Lords]. 
cation which I have received this morn- Ordered, That the Bills be read a second 


ing from the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, time. 
I would ask leave to withdraw the Order 


for the Second Reading. | ARBROATH 2 GAS BILL 
Lords]. 
j ss [ 
Order discharged ; Bill withdrawn. Read the third time, and passed with- 


FARNLEY TYAS MARRIAGES BILL. | 0 Amendment. 


Read a second time (according to KEW BRIDGE BILL [Lords]. 
order, and committed toa Committee of | Read the third time, and passed, with- 
the whole House on Thursday next. | out Amendment. 


CONGESTED DISTRICTS (SCOTLAND) _LONDON AND NORTH WESTERN RAIL- 


ACT AMENDMENT BILL [Lords]. WAY (NEW RAILWAYS) BILL. 
Read a third time (according to order), | | Read the third time, and passed. [New 
and passed ; and sent to the Commons. _ Title]. 


House adjourned at twenty-five BEXHILL AND ST. LEONARDS TRAM- 
minutes after Five of the clock, ROADS BILL [Lords]. 


to Thursday next, at fifteen) Read a second time, and committed. 
minutes after Four of the clock. 


een BURY CORPORATION WATER BILL 


[Lords]. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. Read a second time, and committed. 
Tuesday, 6th June 1899. | CHURCH STRETTON WATER BILL 
[Lords]. 


tead a second time, and committed. 

ROYAL ASSENT. 

Message to attend the Lords Commis- | 
sioners. | 


COLONIAL AND FOREIGN BANKS 
GUARANTEE FUND BILL [Lords]. 


5 . Read a second time, and committed. 
The House went, and, being returned, 


Mn, SPEAKER reported the Royal} GAINSBOROUGH URBAN DiSrhict 
. a anes COUNCIL (GAS) BILL [Lords}. 
Assent to a number of Bills (see first item | : ‘tted 
in House of Lords report this day ; ante, | Read a second time, and committed. 


page 409). GREAT YARMOUTH WATER BILL 
{Lords}. 


Read a second time, and committed. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
| HAMPSTEAD CHURCH (EMMANUEL, 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. | WEST END) BILL [Lords]. 
Standing Orders not previously in- | Read a second time, and committed. 
quired into complied with. | 
HUMBER CONSERVANCY BILL {Lords!. 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table} Read a second time, and committed. 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the LEIGH-ON-SEA URBAN DISTRICT 
case of the following Bills, originating in COUNCIL BILL (Lerda}. 
the Lords, and referred on the First Read-| Read a second time, and committed. 
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MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD (FINANCE) BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and co mmitted. 


{COMMONS} 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 18) BILL. 


| Read a second time, and committed, 


PORT TALBOT RAILWAY AND DOCKS | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


SALFORD CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. | 


Read a second time, and committed. 


STRETFORD GAS BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


WAKEFIELD CORPORATION BILL 
[Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


WICK AND PULTENEY HARBOURS 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND . WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY 
AMALGAMATION, GREAT SOUTHERN 
AND WESTERN RAILWAY, AND 
WATERFORD AND CENTRAL IRE: 
LAND RAILWAY BILLS. 


Ordered, that the Order [14th March] 


that all Petitions of County Councils | 


under the provisions of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, 


the meeting of the Committee be referred | 
to the Committee, and that the peti-| 


tioners praying to be heard by them- | 
agents, or | 


selves, their counsel, or 
witnesses be heard against the Bills be 
suspended in the case of the petition of 
the County Council of Queen’s 
against the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Bill, and that the said petition be 
referred to the Select Committee on the 
said Bills, and that the petitioners be 
heard by their counsel, agent, 
nesses against the said Bill.—(M/r. J. F. 
X. O’Brien.) 

BRADFORD TRAMWAYS AND _ IM- 

PROVEMENT BILL. 


Petition for additional Provision ; re-| 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for | 
Private Bills. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 17) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


COMPANIES | 


against the | 
Bills, presented seven clear days before | 


County | 


or wit- | 


ORDERS (No. 19) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
| LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO 


VISIONAL ORDER (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 

/} LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 
| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 13) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. 

Read a second time, and committed. 

LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


MILITARY 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP J). 

Sir Henry Fletcher reported from the 
Committee on Group J of Private Bills, 
| That the parties promoting the Airdrie 
and Coatbridge Water Bill [Lords] had 
‘stated the evidence of John Motherwell 
Alston, town clerk, Coatbridge, was 
essential to their case; and it having 
been proved that his attendance could not 
be procured without the intervention of 
the House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said John Motherwell Alston do 
attend the said Committee To-morrow at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. 


| Ordered, That John Motherwell Alston 
do attend the Committee on Group J of 


{ 
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Private Bills To-morrow, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 





BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. | IRISH LAND COMMISSION (JUDICIAL 
| 8). 


Reported from the Select Committee | RENTS) in 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills, __ Copy presented,—of Return of Judicial 
with Amendments. | Rents during the month of November, 
1898 [by Command]; to lie upon the 





DARWEN CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported from the Select Committee | 
on Police and Sanitary Regulations Bills, | 
with Amendments. | 

Ordered, That the Reports do lie upon | 


the Table, and be printed. 


PETITIONS. 








GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 

Petitions in favour;— From West | 
Bridgford ;— Greenock ;— Askington ; — 
Sheerness ;—Ryde (four) ;—Chapel en le 
Frith ;—St. James’s ;— Llanrhystyd ; — 
Gravesend ;—Motherwell ;—Rothbury ;— | 
and, Working Men’s Club and Institute | 
Union, Limited ; to lie upon the Table. | 

MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. | 


Petition from Manor Pit Colliery, in | 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 








DISFRANCHISE- | 
). 

Petition from West Ham, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW RELIEF ( 
MENT 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. ; 


Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


REGISTRATION OF FIRMS BILL. 
Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TELEGRAPHS (TELEPHONIC COMMU- 
NICATION, &c.) BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 





Table. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION 
(IRELAND). 

Copy presented,—of Rule made by the 
Intermediate Education Board for Ireland 
appointing the places at which Examina- 
tions shall be held for 1899 [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


RAILWAY AND CANAL TRAFFIC ACTS, 
1888 AND 1894. 

Copy presented,—of Sixth Report by 
the Board of Trade of Proceedings under 
Section 31 of The Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1888, including Proceedings 
upon Complaints made under Section 1 
of The Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
1894 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


VOLUNTARY SCHOOLS ASSOCIATIONS. 

Return presented,—relative thereto 
ordered 24th March; Sir Francis 
Powell] ; to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 210.] 


COLONIAL PETROLEUM ACT, 1892. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of the 19th May 1899, applying the Act 
to the Colony of Queensland [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACT, 1894. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of the 19th May 1899, authorising an 
increase in the Clerical Establishment of 
the Commissioners of Northern Light- 
houses, and in the salary of Mr. William 
Coats, accountant and cashier to the 
Commissioners [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1875. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
of 19th May 1899, amending the Order 
in Council of 28th July 1893, so far as it 
relates to the South-Eastern Circuit [by 
Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 





435 Customs 
GREENWICH HOSPITAL ACTS, 1865 
AND 1869. 

Copy presented,—of Order in Council 
19th May 1899, authorising the ‘grant of 
a special gratuity to Mrs. Lynch [by 
Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (PROGRESS AND 
CONDITION). 

Copy presented,—of Statement exhibit- 
ing the Moral and Material Progress and 
Condition of India during the year 1897-8. 
Thirty-fourth Number [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

TREATY SERIES (No. 13, 1899). 

Copy presented, — of Accession of 
Japan to the International Union for the 
Protection of Literary and Artistic 
Works, 15th July 1899 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 
ROYAL NAVAL RESERVE. 


Sirk EDWARD GOURLEY (Sunder- 
land): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether it is his intention to 
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possible to state in advance what the 
composition of the fleet in commission 
| will be at the close of the current financial 
| year. My answer to the third question 
is that the number of men of all ranks 
/needed for reserve purposes in the event 
|of war will, of course, depend on the 
nature of the war, and I am not prepared 
to make a statement on the subject. 
| CUSTOMS OFFICIALS. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
|the Treasury will he explain why 
| Customs watchers who act as lockers at 
'bonded warehouses, a duty done by the 
established out-door officers, are com- 
pelled to do nine hours a day all the year 
round, while the established officers only 
do eight hours a day in summer and 
'seven hours in winter ; whether, seeing 
that the salaries of out-door officers are 
£100 per annum, while the wages of 
| watchers are 21s. a week, he will explain 
| the method adopted in calculating the 
| daily hours of duty of Customs watchers, 
| which is now said to be only seven hours 
|a day; and whether he will state the 
number of hours worked per day 
(based on  a_ similar calculation) 
_by the established out-door _ officers ; 
| whether, out of a total of 343 watchers 





ask Parliament this or next Session to| now employed in the Customs Depart- 
amend the Act limiting the enrolling of | ment of the Port of London, only forty 
seamen for the Royal Naval Reserve to | were previous to 1896 liable to work from 
30,000 men, for the purpose of increasing | 6 a.m. to 6 p.m. ; whether their wages were 
the number of first and second class | the same as now, 21s. a week, while the re- 
seamen, and also of stokers and firemen ;) mainder were paid 19s. a week for an eight 
can he state the approximate number of | hours’ day in summer and seven hours in 
permanent officers, engineers, and men | winter, the overtime payment being 8d. 
that will be needed to complete the man- | pér hour ; whether the former were paid 
ning of the whole of the ships now in| overtime before and after 6 a.m. and 
commission, as well as those that will be | 6 p.m. each day, and the latter before 
ready for the pennant at the close of the | and after 8 a.m. in summer and 9 a.m. in 
current financial year; and whether, in | winter and 4 p.m. each day, regardless of 
conjunction with the Lords of the Ad-|the number of hours worked during the 
miralty, he has formed any approximate | week; and whether overtime was only 
estimate of the number of men of all | paid previous to 1896 after seventy-two 
ranks that will be needed for reserve pur- | hours’ duty each week. 
poses in the event of war ; if so, will he | +Tye SECRETARY toTHE TREASURY 
give the numbers. | (Mr. Hansury, Preston) : Watchers who 
THe FIRST LORD or THE ADMIR- | act as lockers at bonded warehouses are 
ALTY (Mr. G. J. GoscHeEn, St. George’s, | not compelled to serve nine hours a day 
Hanover Square): The hon. Member has} all the year round. Their hours vary 
seen my proposals for this year, to which | from seven to nine, including meal time, 
I have nothing to add, and he must allow | according to the season of the year and 
me to put off until next year my state-| the business of the particular warehouse. 
ment as regards future Estimates. In| Very few outdoor officers are now serving 
reply to the second question, it is ~~ as lockers or in any other capacity, and 
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they are an expiring class, The | 
of outdoor officers are not £100. Second 
class outdoor officers receive £55 rising | 
by £3 to £80, and first-class outdoor officers | 
receive £85 rising by £3 to £100. £100, 
is therefore the maximum and not the | 
normal salary of the class. The daily | 
hours of duty of Customs watchers are | 
not said to be only seven. [| 
informed the hon. Member on 18th of | 
April that “the minimum average num- | 
ber of hours a day, based on a recent | 
week’s work, was seven ”—that is, that | 
(with one slight exception) no individual | 
watcher averaged less than seven hours’ 
attendance per day during that week. 
The actual ordinary attendance (ex- 
cluding overtime) of the established 
outdoor officers during the same week 
averaged 74 hours per day. The 
facts stated in the third paragraph are 
correct. In the fourth paragraph the 
hon. Member presumably refers to the | 
40 men specified in paragraph 3. If so, | 
overtime was paid after 12 hours’ atten- | 
dance on any one day (which is not the | 
same as paying it after 72 hours’ atten- | 
dance in any one week). | 

| 


POST OFFICE—CLERKS’ SALARIES, | 


| 

Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.): | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, | 
5 7 eas y ’ 
as representing the Postmaster-General, | 
what is the correct maximum salary for | 
the clerks’ class at 54s. per week offices, | 
the officers of which class are employed | 
entirely upon supervising and technical | 
duties in the Postal Service. | 
Mr. HANBURY: The maximum. 
salary for clerks at all provincial offices | 
—irrespective of the wages of the rank | 
and file—is determined by the number of | 
established officers, and has no necessary | 
relation to the maximum wages of the | 
rank and file. At the few offices where 
the rank and file have a maximum of 54s. | 
a week the maximum salary of the clerks | 
at present ranges from £160 to £175 a 
year. 








AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE. | 
Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): I beg! 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury if | 
he will explain why the Return relating | 
to the American Mail Service, ordered | 
27th February, has not yet been issued. 
Mr. HANBURY: The preparation of | 
this Return involved some correspondence 
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with the United States Post Office and a 
considerable amount of clerical labour, so 
that there has been no undue delay in 
compiling it. It was presented on the 
4th ult., ordered to be printed on the 5th, 
and will be in the hands of Members one 
day this week. 


IRELAND—COUNTY COURT OFFICERS. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he has completed the arrangements in 
regard to the vouching of the grant for 
clerical assistance to the various county 
court officers in Ireland; and, if the 
arrangements are completed, would he 
lay upon the Table copies of the various 
circulars issued in connection therewith, 
and at the same time furnish a Return 
showing the amount now being paid out 
of the grant to the various officers, 
together with the amounts paid to them 
as on the Ist day of April, 1897. 

*Mr. HANBURY: Yes Sir; the 
arrangements are completed, and I will 
furnish a return of the allowances pay- 
able on Ist April, 1897, and now; and 
also a memorandum of the arrangements 
adopted for vouching the expenditure of 
the county court officers in Ireland, 
within the limit of the fixed allowances. 


NATIONAL SCHOOL TEACHERS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury whether there are in the service 
of the Board of National Education in 
Ireland numerous second-class teachers 
who only receive third-class salaries ; 
can he explain upon what principle 
this system is sanctioned by the 
Board of National Education; and 
will he undertake to communicate 
with the Commissioners of National 
Education in Ireland with a view to 
seeing that teachers are paid the full 


salaries attaching to their classifica- 
tion. 
*Tue CHIEF SECRETARY ror 


IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Barour, Leeds, 
Central): At the request of my right hon. 
friend I will answer this question. There 
are many teachers ranking in second class 
who receive but third class salary under 
the Board’s rules, namely, principal 
teachers the average attendance at whose 
schools is less than 380 pupils, and 
assistant teachers who are entitled only to 
third class salary as such. After five 
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second class. Those arrangements are 
based on the principle of fixing remunera- 
tion in proportion to the duties and 
responsibilities of the recipient. The 
Commissioners do not recognise the claim 
that teachers should under all civeum- 
stances be paid 'the -full-salaries attaching 
to their classification. - oi 


Mr. MACALEESE: May I ask the 
right hon. ‘Gentleman whether the same 
system obtains in this country ? 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am afraid 


I cannot answer that question. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT; 
' * ORDERS AND RULES UNDER. 
Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether there have 
been complaints from the officials and 
members of the new county and district 
councils and also from the public as to 
the difficulty in procuring copies of the 
rules and regulations issued by the Privy 
Council and Local Government Board 
from time to time for the transaction of 
their business ; and whether he will direct 
that copies of the Orders in Council and 
Local Government Board Orders will be 
put on sale to the public at the same time 
that they are — in force under the Local 
Government (Ireland) Act, 1898. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Orders 
in Council referred to have all been issued 
as Parliamentary papers, and copies can be 
procured through any bookseller. No 
complaints have been received as to the 
alleged difficulty in obtaining copies of 
these Orders in Council. Copies of the 
Orders issued by the Local Government 
Board are sent to every local body 
affected by the Orders, and to any member 
of the general public bond fide concerned 
who makes an application for a copy. It 
is proposed ultimately to print both the 
Orders in Council and Local Government 
Board Orders of a permanent character in 
one volume for presentation to Par- 
liament. 


MIGRATION OF THE POPULATION. 
Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, 
W.): I beg to’ ask the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland whether ~ his 
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years’ service, however, the assistant 
teachers receive undef the Education Act 
of 1892 a bonus which hearly equalises 
their emoluments with the salary of | 
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attention has been drawn to a resolution 
of the Mayo County Council, passed 
unanimously at their meeting 20th May, 
in which they state that, in order to 
prevent the periodical recurrence of 
famine, and to render unnecessary the 
| annual migration of large numbers of the 
|adult male and female population of 
‘county Mayo, and thereby save them 
'from‘the risk ‘of a disaster such as befel 
the people of* Achill a‘ few years ago, in 
which’ a large body of them were drowned, 
it' is necessary that compulsory powers 
be ‘giveri to ‘the County Council to 
acquite for purposes of migration and 
enlargement of holdings such lands as 
are available for such purposes in 
county Mayo; and whether, in view of 
such a resolution, passed unanimously by 
such a representative body as the County 
Council of Mayo, he will without delay 
introduce legislation to meet the views 
of that body. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative, 
and to the second in the negative. 


Commission. 


BRITISH NEW GUINEA PAPERS. 

Sirk JOHN LUBBOCK (London Uni- 
versity): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
| State for the Colonies whether he will 








| publish the appendices and papers re- 
ferred to in the Annual Report for 1897- 
98 on British New Guinea (C. 9046 26) 
| recently issued, especially those relating 
| to scientific subjects, referred to on pp. 
| 75-77 of the Report, and designated by 
|Sir W. MacGregor as of considerable 
interest and of much importance ; and 
| whether he will encourage the _pre- 
| paration of such Reports in future by 
affording facilities for their publication 
| for the benefit of scientific research. 


| THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
|THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
| Birmingham, W.): The papers referred 
to are all published in Queensland, and 
|copies are regularly furnished by my 
| department to the various learned socie- 
| ties to whom they are likely to be of 
|interest. It is the usual practice to pub- 
‘lish any reports of general interest or 


| utility not already published elsewhere. 


ANGLO-AMERICAN COMMISSION. 


Sir EDWARD GOURLEY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if he will be good enough to in- 
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form the House whether the Anglo- 
American Commission is to re-assemble ; 


if so, when; can he state the nature and | 


extent of the differences. alleged to exist 
between the American 
members of the Commission ; 
whether the whole or any portion of the 


points at issue are to be referred to| 


arbitration. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : In reply to 
the first two questions I have nothing to 
add to the answers given by the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs. 
Before the Commission adjourned proposals 
and counter proposals were made by the 
British and United States Commissioners 
for referring the question of the Alaska 
boundary to arbitration, but they had 
been unable to agree as to the arbitral 
tribunal and the terms of reference. 
Negotiations on this question are still 


proceeding between Her Majesty’s 
Government and the United States 


Government. 


IMPERIAL INSTITUTE. 


Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.) : I beg | 


to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the conferences in 
reference to the future of the Imperial 
Institute are now concluded ; and, if so, 
whether there is any objection to stating 
the general results or recommendations 
that have been arrived at. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Satisfactory 
progress has been made with the nego- 
tiations, and a definite proposal is now 
before the Senate of the University and 
the Council of the Institute. If, as is 
hoped, the replies of the two bodies are 
favourable, the result will be communi- 
cated to the House. 
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the Colonies have not yet furnished the 
information required for completing the 
Return. When they have done so the 
Return will be laid without delay. 


and Canadian | 
and | 


OFFICE—NETHERAVON HOUSE, 
WILTS. 

Mr. GOULDING (Wilts., Devizes): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War, with regard to the fact that 
Netheravon House, Wilts., which has 
been recently purchased by the Govern- 
ment for War Office purposes, is still un- 
tenanted, whether, in view of the dis- 
astrous results to the parish which will 
arise from the principal mansion not 
being inhabited, the Secretary of State 
for War will take immediate action to 
procure its early occupation. 

*THE UNDER-SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WyNnpDHAM, 
Dover): Every effort has been and will 
be made by the War Department to 
| obtain a tenant for Netheravon House. 


| WAR 


SALISBURY PLAIN. 

Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, 
Chesterfield): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether, in 
the Return No. 150, of 1899, which was 
ordered by the House in February last 
and distributed in May, of the gross and 
net rentals of property at Salisbury Plain 
purchased by the War Department, the 
column headed “ present rental” gives in 
all cases the actual rental paid to the 
proprietor of the land at the time of 
purchase, or whether in any cases the 
amount of rental in that column represents 
a nominal rental which in practice was 
reduced by an allowance of, in some 
cases, as much as 20 per cent. reduction 


| on the nominal rent. 


INDIES—FRUIT STEAMERS— 

LOCAL DUTIES. 

Mr. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, Aber- | 
cromby): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies whether he can 
now state when the contemplated fruit 
steamers may be expected to commence 
running between the West India Islands 
and this country ; and when the return 
re Local Colonial Duties on Rum will be 
laid wpon the Table. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) I am 
not yet able to fix a date for the com- | 
mencement of this service. (2) Some of | 


WEST 


|THE WAR | 
| WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): The Return 


*Tur FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
OFFICE (Mr. POWELL 


contains the rentals paid under the various 
agreements, but what reduction has been 
customary from those rentals I am not able 
to say without further reference. Perhaps 
the hon. Gentleman will put the question 
down again. 


Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY: I will do so. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (King’s 
Lynn): Have any tenants failed to pay 
the reduced rent to the War Office ? 


Q 
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*Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS : Some of | 
them claim to receive from the War! 
Office a reduction similar to that which 
they formerly received. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Was that 


taken into account in the price ? 





*Mr. POWELL WILLIAMS: No, I 
think not. | 
| 


BARRACKS AND MILITARY Works | 
LOAN BILL. | 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of | 





State for War when the Barracks and 
Military Works Loan Bill will be 
introduced. | 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: 
a Bill at an early date. 


I hope to bring in 


PUNJAUB WAR AND TIRAH 
CAMPAIGN MEDALS. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether medals and clasps for 
service in the last Punjaub War and the 
Tirah Campaign, 1897-8, have been 
issued to officers and men of the Bengal 
Staff Corps entitled thereto ; and, if not, 
what is the cause of the delay, and when 
the distribution will take place. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord GerorGE HAMILTON, 
Middlesex, Ealing): The medals and 


clasps granted for the operations on the 
Punjaub frontier in 1897-98 have been in 
course of distribution since last summer. 
Any delay which may have occurred is 
due to the medal rolls not having been 
promptly submitted. 


INDIAN CONFECTIONERY TRADE. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): 1] to 
ask the President of the Board Trade 
whether he can now give the correct 
figures showing the quantity and value 
of exports of British confectionery, and of 
re-exports of ote ign and colonial con- 


hee 
Neg 


fectionery of all kinds to India ? 
THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. C. T. Rircute, Croydon) 


I have communicated with the Customs 
on this subject, but [ am informed that it 
would not be possible to compile from the 


records available in that Department a 


trustworthy return of the nature desired. 


(COMMONS) 


Finance Bill. 
FINANCE BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


*Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON (Beds, 
Biggleswade) : I beg to move the follow 
ing new clause :-— 


The proviso at the end of section four of 
The Finance Act, 1894, shall be re- 
pealed, and the following proviso in- 
inserted in lieu thereof :— 

Provided that any property so passing in 
which the deceased never had an in- 
terest, or which under a disposition not 
made by the deceased passes im- 
mediately on the death of the deceased 
to some person other than a person 
taking an interest in property passing at 
the death of the deceased of which the 
deceased was competent to dispose, shall 
not be aggregated with any other pro- 
perty but shall be an estate by itself, 
and the estate duty shall be levied at 
the proper graduated rate on the princi- 
pal value thereof; but if any benefit 
under a disposition not made by the 
deceased is reserved or given to a person 
taking an interest in property passing 
at the death of the deceased of which 
the deceased was competent to dispose, 
such benefit shall be aggregated with 
property of the deceased tor the purpose 
of determining the rate of estate duty.” 


This new clause which I propose to 
add to the Bill seeks to remedy an in- 
justice which, I contend, is contained in 
Clause of the Finance Act of 1894. It 
is practically the same as an Amendment 
which I moved last vear, but in it I have 
endeavoured to meet the criticisms by which 
[ was upon that occasion met, and I hope 
[ have succeeded in doing If the 
House will permit me, I will endeavour 
to show, as briefly and clearly as possible, 
what is the injustice of which we com- 
plain, and what is the remedy which 
I seek to apply. It is true that Clause 
4 of the Finance Act of 1894 gives ex- 
emption in certain cases where property 
passes on a man’s death from its being 
aggregated with free property in his own 
possession, but in the proviso which I 
seek to repeal there is an exception to 


sO, 


that exemption in respect of lineal 
ancestor, lineal descendant, husband, or 
wife. That sounds rather paradoxical, 


perhaps, but let us look at it in this 
way. ‘Take the case of a man who dies, 
having settled property in which he has 
merely a life interest. He also has free 
property of his own—that is, property 
which ne is free to dispose of, say, for 
instance, to the extent of £100,000. The 
| settled property passes to his eldest son 
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on his death, but as the law stands at 
present the whole of the property, settled 
or free, is aggregated, Thus the younger 
children who succeed to but a small 
portion of the personal estate, it may be, 
have to pay the whole rate of duty as 
upon the settled estate and upon the free 
property aggregated together. That con- 
stitutes, to my mind, a_hardship—at 
least, it is regarded as a hardship by those 
upon whom the burden has fallen. I do 
not expect to get very much sympathy in 
the matter, particularly from hon. Mem- 
bers opposite, for [ know that their view 
of the matter is that if a man succeeds 
to anything at all it is fair that he 
should pay a heavy rate of duty 
upon it. But that is not my only point. 
Take the case of the same man; he also 
has £100,000, and suppose that he has no 
sons at all, and that the property passes 
either to his collaterals or to strangers, 
under the law as it now stands it is not 
aggregated at all. That is illogical, unfair, 
and perfectly unsound, and is absolutely 
opposed to every principle of the succes- 
sion and legacy duties ever since those 
duties have been invented, inasmuch as 
the strangers and the collaterals in 
succeeding to the same property are 
paying a less tax than the lineal descend- 
ants. Now [am not aware whether the 
draftsman of this clause knew what would 
be the effect of the words he used ; but of 
one thing I am quite certain, and that is 
that the author of the Bill himself, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
West Monmouth, did not dream what the 
effect would be, for when last year I 
brought up the subject he said that the 
exemption for which Section 4 provided 
was only intended to operate in cases 
where there was no connection between 
the deceased and the persons to whom 
the property passed. May I take the 
case again of the same man with £100,000. 
Supposing that he has no children, the 
estate will not be aggregated to pay the 
full rate of the high estate duty, and his 
brother who sueceeds to the whole settled 
property and the free property will escape 
aggregation. That is the injustice of 
which I complain. I hepe that this new 
clause, which stands in my name, will 
be accepted, Jecause it will remove 
that injustice, and the younger children 
and the wife will derive the benefit from 
the property which the deceased has 
power to dispose of and which he 
naturally wishes to give to them. 
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property will escape aggregation with the 
larger settled property which goes to the 
elder son. As there must always be a quid 
pro quo in these matters, I am prepared 
to present to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer hers and _ collaterals. 
Under my clause the brothers and the 
collaterals or the strangers who obtain 
both settled property and free property 
—there having been no children—will be 
aggregated, and only the wife or the 
younger children will escape. Of course, 
I know that several criticisms have been 
levelled against the clause as it stands. 
Certain Members opposite say that the 
Finance Act of 1894 should not be 
touched at all. My answer to that is 
that whatever they may feel in regard to 
the Act, I am certain that they do not 
care to see an injustice done, and that if 
once an injustice is proved they will seek 
to remedy it. I think I have proved my 
case that there is an injustice, and I ask 
their sympathy and assistance in getting 
this injustice removed. There arises the 
question of the loss to the Revenue which 
this exemption would cause. I have 
examined the matter most closely, and I 
cannot see that any great loss would fall 
on the Chancellor of the Exchequer. The 
bulk of the property which a man leaves 
must be either settled property or free 
property. Suppose a man left a 
million of free property to his 
children, all that would be aggregated 
and pay the full rate. In the same way 
if he left settled property the eldest son 
would not escape aggregation; the only 
loss would be in the case of the younger 
children and the wife, who would succeed 
to some small portion of the man’s free 
property. Supposing that a millionaire 
leaves £100,000 of his property free, 
dividing it amongst his tour younger 
sons, or £25,000 to each, it would be 
aggregated and pay the 8 per cent. duty. 
But under my clause they would only pay 
44 per cent. If six millionaires died in 
the year the loss would only be £21,000, 
while settled property the 
revenue would receive £480,000. That 
seems a very small loss to remedy a great 


bre rt 


from the 


injustice. I also ask a little assistance 
from hon. Members on this side of the 
House. I beg them to remember that 


when this Act was introduced Members 


'on this side of the House fought it most 


desperately, and it was talked about 


/on every platform at the last General 


Their | 


Election. And I appeal also to the 


Q 2 
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Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


armour, and that he will be able to agree 
to my request. 
a legal mind, and it is quite possible that 
the wording of the clause may not be 
quite satisfactory, but I trust that he will 
admit the principle of the clause. I beg 
to move the new clause standing in my 
name. 


A Clause (Amendment of s. 4 of The 
Finance Act, 1894, restricting the ex- 
emptions thereby given to non-lineals 
from the principle of aggregation, and 
extending certain exemptions to persons 
taking benefits under separate disposi- 


tion)—(Lord Alwyne Compton)—brought | 


up, and read the first time :— 


Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That the Clause be read a second time.” 


*THE CHANCELLOR 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 


W.): One of the main principles of the | 


Act of 1894 was that all property passing 
on the death of a deceased person should 


be aggregated for the purposes of estate | 


duty. It was found impossible in tractice 
by the Government which passed that 
Act to carry out that principle com- 
pletely, because it was felt that where pro- 
perty passing on the death of a deceased 


person included property in which he had | 
no interest, or which he was never at any | 


time competent to dispose of, and which 


passed to complete strangers—that it | 
would be unfair to aggregate that property | 


with property passing to lineals for the 
purposes of determining estate duty, and 
thus entail a 
wife, husband, son, or daughter as com- 
pared with that which they ought to pay 
on property passing to them. And there- 


fore the Act as it stands departs from the | 
great principle of the estate duty, which | 
is to have no reference to the person to | 


whom the property passes, but to have 
reference solely to the property which 
passes at death of the deceased ; and it 


provides that where property in which | 


the deceased never had any interest, 
or which he was not competent to 
dispose of, passes to non-lineals or to 
strangers, then in that case it will not be 
aggregated with the rest of the estate for 
the purposcs of the estate duty. 
hon. and learned Gentleman the Member 


I hope | 
that some of my logic has penetrated his | 


I do not profess to have | 
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OF THE EX-| 


higher estate duty on! 


The | 
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was raised last year by my noble friend, 
pointed out that no doubt to some 
extent this was a relief to lineals, for 
the result was that the rate of estate 
duty was less from this non-aggrega- 
tion. But my noble friend very fairly 
said that that did not remove the 
grievance of lineals, because inter se they 
still had to pay the rate of duty on the 
whole of the property passing to them at 
death, although the main bulk of the pro- 
perty would pass to the elder son, and a 
very small portion pass to the younger 
children, on which the younger chil- 
dren would have to pay a high rate 
of duty. My noble friend endeavoured 
last year to remedy this grievance. Well, 
I think he felt that the proposal he made 
would not satisfactorily effect his desires, 
and I know that he has devoted very 
much consideration to the clause which 
he has just moved. In fact, I think any 
one who listened to the speech he has 
just delivered will recognise that he has 
| gone into the minutie of a complicated 
| subject with great ability and energy. But 
'I am bound to say—and my noble friend 
| is aware of the fact—that the clause as it 
stands, if embodied in the law, would not 
‘carry out his wishes, because, although 
it would remedy some grievances, it would 
effect other grievances even greater than 
| those which he seeks to remedy. He 
| proposes to take away with one hand a 
certain amount from the Revenue, and to 
| give a considerable amount with the other 
‘hand. Having had this matter investi- 
gated during the last three weeks very 
carefully by the Board of Inland 
Revenue, 1 do not think the net 
loss to the Revenue would be very 
serious. But there would be grievances 
effected in certain cases, which my noble 
friend and the hon. Member for Wood- 
bridge who sits beside him are aware of, 
and which I am quite sure neither of 
them would desire to inflict. Now 
I have a proposal to make to my noble 
friend. If the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouth and the hon. 
and learned Member for the Dumfries 
Burghs were here to-day, I think they 
would admit that this question of aggre- 
gation is not at present in a satisfactory 
condition ; they would admit that there 
is ground for the complaint my noble 
friend has made, and that some endeavour 
| should be made to remedy that complaint, 
| without at the same time causing other 


for Dumfries Burghs, when this matter | sources of complaint and of loss to the 


Lord Compton, 
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Revenue. Now, if my noble friend will | 
not press this clause to-day, what I pro- | 
pose is this. The question is most com- 
plicated and most difficult. It is one 
which if the House would be good enough 
to take my advice they would not attempt 
to deal with without inquiry. I would | 
propose that in the course of the autumn a 
Departmental Committee should be ap- 
pointed to consider this subject, on which 
I should be extremely glad to have the 
services of my noble friend and of other 
hon. Members who are interested in this 
matter. We must endeavour to thresh the 
matter out and arrive at some result, which 
may be embodied in legislation next year, 
which will remedy this grievance without | 
causing any great loss to the Revenue | 
or creating other grievances. | 


Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
(Stirling Burghs): I believe that there | 
are in the House a few Members who | 
think that they understand this subject, | 
but are there any Members who really in 
their conscience could declare that they | 
do understand the question? I am not | 
so sure but that there are two gentlemen | 
sitting next each other on the Opposition | 
bench—the noble Lord and the hon. 
Member for Woodbridge—who under- | 
stand it; and the hon. Member for | 
King’s Lynn, who knows everything ; | 
and there are my hon. and learned friends, 
the Members for Dumfries and Hadding- 
ton, the ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer, | 
and the right hon. Gentleman who at | 
present holds that office. A good many | 
of these authorities—certainly all on this | 
side of the House—are absent to-day. Far | 
be it from me to intervene in a matter 
which I cannot say I really understand. | 
But the right hon. Gentleman has made | 
a proposal which appears to me to be ex- 
ceedingly discreet and wise. 
danger, in the administration of this most | 
intricate law, of harshness towards indi- | 


interests of the State. 
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stand hewill have no objection toaninquiry 
into the matter. Of course the inquiry is 
to affect not the principle but the working 
of the provision which carries the principle 
into effect. That being so, I think I can 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that the 
opinion on this side of the House, very 
unworthily represented by me, is in favour 
of the proposal of the right hon. Gentle- 
man for a Committee. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn 
Regis): Iam very much obliged to the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of the 
Opposition for the compliment he has 
paid me that I know everything. I know 
perfectly well that under certain circum- 
stances and on some occasions I can be as 
ignorant as the Leader of the Opposition 
himself. I have, I admit, taken some 
trouble in regard to this question of 
aggregation. As to the particular point 
referred to by my noble friend, it is one 
of the grievances called “hard cases.” It 


is not a very large grievance and it exists 


in a very few limited number of instances. 
If my noble friend’s clause were adopted it 
would, undoubtedly, not have any great 
effect on the Revenue. While it would 
relieve to some extent a hardship, it 
would bring in further revenue in another 
direction. But I think it is extremely 


| dangerous to deal with an Act of this 


sort piecemeal and by way of meeting 
hard cases as they arise. If you have to 
deal with it you should deal with 
principles, and modify them where you 
ean. [ will not enlarge upon the Amend- 
ment of my noble friend, because I pre- 
sume, that, after the concession made by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, he will 
not press it. What I say, however, is 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
bowels of compassion for some of the 


There is a| hard cases under this Act, but for others 


The case of 


he seems to have none. 


aggregation I fully admit is one of the 
viduals, and also a danger of affecting the | difficulties of the Act. 
The right hon. | calculation, and have arrived at the con- 


I have made a 


Gentleman, as I understand it, proposes | clusion, and I believe I am right, that in- 

that there shall be a Departmental Com-| stead of there being, as was intended 

mittee, or a body of that kind, to inquire | under the Act, one aggregation of all 
| 


into the working of aggregation, and to 


report what amendment that Committee 


property, 


there are no less than 19 


aggregations and segregations of pro- 





would recommend on the present practice. | perty, and so, instead of having 
Ihave had an opportunity of knowing to | one rate, you have 19 different rates ; 
some extent the opinion of the authorof the | therefore no doubt aggregation in itself 
Act, my right hon. friend the Member for | and by itself is a very proper subject for 
West Monmouth, and, although I am not | inquiry, but it is not the only subject for 
entitled to speak in his name, I under-|inquiry, If the right hon, Gentleman 
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is going to inquire into one of the hard- 
ships which he thinks may be included in 
this Act, there are others which require 
attention. There is the assumption that 
everything a man has in his life is sup 
posed to be a fraud under the Act. There 
is the assumption under which you give 
your wife a ring, and die within twelve 
months, and your wife has to pay duty on 
all the rest of the property. ‘Then again, if 
a@ man gives a reduction of 25 per cent. in 
the rent to his tenants, duty has to be 
paid on the 25 per cent. because it is a 
gift. I could name half a dozen hardshijs 
and I therefore trust that if a Departmental 
Committee is to be appointed it will not 
be restricted to the question of aggrega- 
tion. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddington) : I have 
listened with attention to the speech of 
the hon. Member for King’s Lynn. The 
clause of the noble Lord is one which 
deals with a subject which I agree is a 
very intricate one. Aggregation under 
the Finance Act is simple enough where 


{COMMONS} 


it is a case merely of two estates belong- | 


ing to the same testator passing at death. 
There it is a plain enough principle to 
treat them as one. But when you come 
to two estates passing upon the testator’s 
death, one of which has not been his own, 
you get to a much more difficult question 
of justice. It may often be very unfair 


to tax on the aggregate footing. There 
are other cases in which it may 


be apparent that such taxation should 


take place, and the difficulty is to find | 


the true principle. Now, as the law at 
present stands it is very defective. If 
an estate not belonging to the testator 
passes to one son on his death, and 
another estate to another son, there is 
aggregation. It may be a very small 


estate or a very big estate, and that may | 


be a real injustice; because the duty is 
not, as is generally the case with the 
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commend it, but in this proposal 
every reform in so difficult a field wants 
great consideration. The suggestion of a 
Committee which has been made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer seems to me 
to be a very proper one, and a suggestion 
to which Members on this side of the 
House should accede. Speaking for my- 
self, I have only one view of what is 
right with regard to this matter, and that 
is, while being ready to strengthen the 
Act in order to carry out its principle, to 
be ready equally to pare off all the minor 
injustices—sometimes, I admit, galling— 
arising from the application which has 
been made of a novel principle in an Act 
which is without exact precedent. 


Lorp ALWYNE COMPTON : In 
moving the clause I had no intention of 
going behind the Act. I am perfectly 
confident that the more the matter is 
scrutinised the more clearly will it be 
established that there is an injustice, and 
as an inquiry has been promised by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer I beg to 
withdraw the Amendment. 


Motion and clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


BOWLES: At the 
hon. Members are no 
doubt aware, the principle of the Act is 
that the first duty shall be charged upon 
the principal value, but in the case of 
agricultural property there is a_ special 
proviso which provides that the principal 
value shall not exceed 25 times the 
annual value as assessed. The annual 
value is arrived at by a severe process of 
deduction. There are deductions for 
tithes, insurance, ratcs, management, and 
rents—in fact, for every conceivable 
charge on land; and the absolutely irre- 
ducible minimum which is left, multiplied 
by 25, is the principal value to be taxed. 


Mr. GIBSON 


present time, as 


| That proviso was introduced by the First 


testator’s property, taken out of the bulk | 


of the testator’s property before it passes 
to the beneficiary ; the whole burden in 
that case may fall upon one very ill able 
to bear it. Take another instance. 
Property passes on a testator’s death to 
his brother, part of it under the testator’s 


own will, and part of it under an outside | 


settlement. There is no aggregation. 
This case is as wrong as the other is 


unjust, yet both arise under the law | 


of the existing Act. 


ment of the noble 
Mr. G. Bowles, 


Lord of the Treasury, the intention of 
the proviso being clearly shown by the 
following short extract from the right 


| hon. Gentleman’s speech : 


“The main object of my Amendment is to 
secure that the owners of agricultural land, 
which is practically, or very nearly, unsaleable, 
shall pay upon the value which such land will 
fetch in the open market. Of course I admit 
that 25 years’ purchase is probably far too 
much for a great deal of the agricultural land 
of the country.” 


The amend-| There are three ways of dealing with 
Lord has much to | this question, You may either remove 
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the proviso and leave agricultural land to | 
be treated on its real principal value, or you 
may say—and I think this is the method | 
to which I should give preference—that | 
twenty-five years, instead of being the | 
maximum, should be the minimum. Then 
there is the third method, which I now 
propose to the House, and that is, to extend 
to other land beside agricultural land the 
advantages given to that particular land. 
I do not think it right that an estate 
which brings in net £1,000 a year should 
only pay on £25,000 value. Would a 
gentleman who has an_ estate worth 
£1,000 a year be _ prepared to 
take £25,000 for it? I doubt 
very much whether he would take 
£40,000 or £50,000; and if there were 
special advantages attaching to it he 
might ask £60,000, £70,000, £80,000, or 
£90,000. I therefore think 


even 
there is a_ specially favourable esti- 
mate given to agricultural — land, 
which I think should be extended 
to other land. ‘Take an example. 
Two very interesting Returns have 
been presented to the House with 


regard to the purchase of land by the 
War Office on Salisbury Plain. They are 
not absolutely correct—neither gross nor 
net rental is correct. We have heard to- 
day from the Under Secretary of State 
for War that the gross rentals are not 
correct because the farmers are claiming 


the deductions which they have 
had for years, part of which are 
not included. Therefore any de- 
duction I draw from the Returns 


would be rather less favourable than they 
appear. I only propose to draw one 
moral from the figures, and that is, that 
the gross rental is admittedly higher 
than the rental the farmers have paid. 
The Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
tell us that the average number of 
years’ purchase on which they have 
been getting duty on the gross annual 
value is, in the case of agricultural 
property, between 16 and 17 ; in the case 
of house property—z.e., leasehold, no 
doubt—between 15 and 16; and in the 
case of ground rents about 27, so that 
there is an enormous difference. 
The gross rental in the return 
is £9,429, and if we multiply it by 
17 it will give the value of the whole 
property at about £160,000, The War 
Office paid £476,000 for it, and therefore 
it comes to this, that while the selling 
price in the market is £476,C00, estate 
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duty is only paid on £160,000. Then, if 
the net rental of £6,316 is multiplied by 25, 
it gives £157,000. There again there 
is a very vast difference between the sum 


‘on which duty is paid and the actual 


price of the estate. I think it is right 
that agricultural land should have these 
advantages, but I hold also that other 
classes of land should have the same 
advantages. I have never ceased in my 
opposition, not to the death duties, for I 
regard them as an excellent form of 
taxation, but to the false principle and 
the exaggerated rates of duty imposed 
by the Finance Act of 1894. But if the 
principle of the Act is to remain, if the 
rates of the duty under it are to be 
charged, then let us all be tarred with 


the same brush as regards personal pro- 


perty, agricultural property, and urban 
landed property. The reason is that I 
know perfectly well that if I get every- 
body tarred with the same brush 
they will be more ready to join 
with me in securing Amendments. 
My difficulty always has been to get the 
assent of the country gentlemen to the 
improvement of this Act. They will not 
assist me because they are taxed so 
lightly under this 25 years’ arrangement ; 
but if I can get all the duty put up to the 
same rate, then I think they will not be 
able to wrap themselves in their mantle of 
25 years and hold themselves disinterested. 
It is a very great advantage when we 
wish to have a bad law repealed to put it 
in force as far as possible, and it is on that 
principle that I should like to see a bad 
law made a little more harsh where it 
presses least. The Amendment which I 
propose to move would extend to other 
land the provisions which now apply to 
agricultural land. I can hardly expect 
its ready acceptance by my right hon. 
friend the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
In fact, I rather expect his opposition, 
because he told the House he meant to 
resist whatever I propose in reference to 
the death duties. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: No, no! 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Let me 
quote my right hon, friend’s words : 


“J have resisted the insidious proposal of the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, and, whatever 
he says, [ shall continue to resist him, because 
I know that his object is to destroy the Act, 
not legitimately, but by evasions which will 
prevent its working,” 
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I have never suggested evasions, but 
I have proposed Amendments. My right 
hon. friend says he will always resist. my 
proposals, but he accepted half a dozen of 
them in the Act of 1896, although he 
did not think it necessary to inform the 
House that they were my suggestions. I 
do not expect that my present proposal 
will be accepted, but 1 put it forward for 
consideration, and the reasons I have given 
in support of it are not without a cer- 
tain amount of cogency. 


New Clause (extension of special 
method of valuation of agricultural pro- 
perty to other landed property)—(J/r. 
Gibson Bowles)—brought up, and read the 
first time. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That the Clause be read a second time.” 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
Member’s speech is a singular argument 
in favour of the proposal he has 
made to the House. He started with the 
assumption that agricultural land had an 
unfair advantage in taxation by the 
proviso in the Finance Act. The hon. 
Member’s original proposal on the Paper 
was that instead of 25 years being the 
maximum, it should be the minimum at 
which agricultural land should be valued. | 
What he really desires is to increase the | 
number of years’ purchase at waiich 
agricultural land is assessed for the 
purpose of the death duties, and his argu- 
ment tended in that direction because he 
based it on the price given by the 
War Office for the land recently pur- 
chased on Salisbury Plain for maneeuvring 
purposes. When land is purchased under 


compulsory powers by a Government | 


Department from owners who do not wish 
to sell, it is not likely that it will be ob- 
tained at a low value. It would be absurd 
to assess for taxation the land generally 
throughout the country on such a basis. 
The hon. Member says he thinks the law 
as it stands is inequitable. What did he 
say when this very proviso was under 
discussion? He said it was a_con- 
cession on the part of the Govern- 
ment, and he went on to point out that 
the Government had driven rather 
a hard bargain, as the number of years’ 
purchase of agricultural land was taken at 
25 as a maximum, but that so high a 
figure had never been taken up to the 
present in regard to agricultural land. 
Therefore the hon. Member at the time 


Mr. G. Bowles, 
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| did not think it unfair or inequitable to 


assess agricultural land more lightly than 
any other class of land or property, Now 
he desires, by his proposal, not to increase 
the rate at which agricultural land may 
be assessed, but to extend a low rate 
'of assessment to other classes of 
realty. In the first place, I would 
say, in regard to house property, that 
there is absolutely no reason for the 
proposal. House property must neces- 
| sarily be subject to very large deductions 
| for repairs in assessing its annual value 
for the purpose of death duties or 
anything else. I find that the highest 
average number of years’ purchase 
at which house property has been valued 
in the course of the last five years for 
death duty is a little over eighteen 
years on the net value, which is lower 
than the average on agricultural land, 
so that if the proviso of the hon. Member 
were applied to house property it would 
have no practical effect, while it would 
draw a most invidious distinction between 
freehold and leasehold house property, 
and I think he will see that himself. 
But when we come to another head of 
realty, viz., ground rents, | must venture 
to say that this proviso would be entirely 
inapplicable. Ground rents are not too 
heavily taxed, in my opinion—I have 
never thought otherwise—for death duty 
purposes, for the simple reason that they 
are not liable to the kind of deductions 
to which the ordinary ownership of 
real property, such as houses and agri- 
| cultural land, is liable. I hope I have 
| said enough to convince the House that 
‘the proposal of my hon. friend is un- 
| necessary and impracticable. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
| Thanet): My hon. friend the Member for 
| King’s Lynn, on questions of this nature, 
is regarded as avery competent authority, 
and I could hardly believe my eyes when 
I read the suggestions in his first clause. 
| I need hardly assure him that I would 
rather endeavour to forget what is past, 
and to believe that he placed his clause on 
|the paper simply for the purpose of 
| illustration. My hon. friend talks about 
'an irreducible minimum in connection 

with the value of agricultural landed _pro- 
perty. If my hon. friend had any prac- 
| tical experience he would know differently. 
| We all find that whet we thought was an 
irreducible minimum last year _ is 
| from yarious causes still further 
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reduced this year. Then, my hon. friend! Motion and clause, by leave, with- 
makes no distinction between the case | drawn. 
of an estate determined in accordance 
with an Act of Parliament depriving! Amendment proposed, in new Clause 3 
owners of their land without their consent | (inserted in Committee), line 6, after the 
and that of land disposed of in the open | word “enumerated,” to insert the words 
market. I am sorry my hon. friend has so | “and tested.”-—(Mr, Chancellor of the Ex- 
far fallen away from his sphere of useful- | chequer.) 
ness, and I am sorry also to take exception | 
to another line of argument he employed.| Question proposed— 
He talked of the death duties as a very! «That those words be there inserted.” 
sound source of Revenue, subject to the | 
restrictions which he himself would place) Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I desire 
upon them. I think they are a very ob- | to point out that we have not seen these 
jectionable means of raising Revenue, and I | clauses before, and we do not know any- 
have always held that view. My hon. | thing about the changes proposed in the 
friend’s authority is high—I say it in| Finance Bill which we are considering. 
no sarcastic spirit—no one knows the! The right hon. Gentleman is now pro- 
system and principles of taxation better | posing an Amendment which we have 
than he does, but he has not added never seen before. I venture to say that 
to his authority by that statement. if the right hon. Gentleman will give the 
I have no objection to relief being given | matter consideration he will come to the 
to the taxpayer if it be put forward on a conclusion that we ought to have the Bill 
fair and thorough basis, but I do not. printed as it now stands, and let us see it 
understand when my hon. friend pro- in its new form before he asks us to 
poses his clause that that is his intention. proceed with it. 
I think it will have the effect of weak- | 
ening the slight concession made to) *Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I omitted 
agricultural land, and I hope on this | in the first instance to move that the Bill 
ground that he will not press the matter. | should be reprinted, and afterwards I 
| forgot the matter; but this clause which 
I desire to amend is the clause imposing 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) :| the duty on bottled spirits. I should be 
I understand, from what fell from the | very happy to read it. 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn, that cer- | 
tain lands have been sold to the War | Mr. LOUGH: We cannot take it in 
Office on Salisbury Plain, and that this | ]ike that, because we have not measured 
land would amount, roughly speaking, to | carefully the effect of this Amendment. 
£150,000. These lands, I understand, | 
have been sold for something like | e o— e 
£400,000. The Chancellor of the Ex-| Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
chequer says we must take into con-| The right hon. Gentleman has, I dare say, 
sideration the fact that something was | explained very fully the meaning of this 
paid for disturbance. I believe 10 | Amendment. At the same time I must 
per cent. was paid for disturbance, | appeal not only to his sense of fairness, 


and that would be in all £165,000. | but also to his recollection of the ordinary 


Consequently the landowners are | proceedings of the House, whether it is 
gaining too great an advantage from | not an extraordinary thing to ask us to 
the present state of the death duties, | discuss this Finance Bill without having 
Admitting that they have been sold | had the Bill reprinted with the Amend- 
at a fair price, as a matter of; ments inserted in it in Committee. I 
fact, landowners at the present moment| venture to say that a first-class Bill of this 
only pay between one-third and one-half | kind should have been reprinted, because 
of what other persons with money have | the Bill was very substantially amended 
to pay for death duties. If that is so, I | in Committee. Chere were great changes 
can only say that landowners gain an | made in the rates chargeable on wines and 
undue advantage as against personal pro- | Spirits, and there was a long Amendment 
perty, and the sooner that state of things | inserted by the hon. Member for Stafford- 
is altered the better it will be for the | shire, I notice on the Paper that there is 
community, | a series of important Amendments by the 
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right hon. Gentleman, and I think he will ! 


readily see what sort of position we are 
in. Surely we ought to have the Bill 
before us after going through Committee, 
as it issued from that stage, before we are 
invited to consider any further Amend- 
ments upon it. I do dot think it would 
be unreasonable to adjourn the considera- 
tion of this Bill until Thursday, in order 
that we might have the Bill reprinted. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.): In 
order to give effect to the contention put 
forward I will move “that the considera- 
tion of this Bill be postponed.” The Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer knows perfectly 
well that the Bill will pass on Thursday 
if it is taken up then, and the right hon. 
Gentleman must admit the reasonable- 
ness of the claim for delay. 


Sir H. H. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, 
E.): I beg leave to second the adjourn- 
ment, and I appeal to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to accept it, because other- 


wise a very dangerous precedent may 
be set. The House has very strict 


rules in reference to financial matters, 
and the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Iam 
sure, would not like to weaken our control 
in regard to financial legislation. A great 
many important changes, and certainly a 
very important new clause, was introduced, 
which I did not quite understand, by the 
hon. Member for West Staffordshire. We 
have not seen the Bill printed in its 
amended form, and we have not had an 
opportunity of putting down any Amend- 
ment. As a matter of principle, as well 
as propriety, | appeal to the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer to postpone the Bill. The 
London Government Bill is the next 
order, and we can get on with that. We 


will give every facility for the passing of 
this Bill, but I think we ought to maintain 
the absolute freedom of the House in 
dealing w.th financial matters. 


*Smrk M. HICKS BEACH: I really 
think that I have some grounds of 
complaint, for, although I assumed that 
the Bill would be reprinted, no notice 
was given me that objection would be 
taken to proceeding with the Bill because 
it has not been reprinted. If this matter 
had been mentioned to me yesterday—— 


Str H, CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
But we did not know until this morning. 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman, 
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*Sm M. HICKS BEACH : There have 


not been such important changes in the 
Bill as hon. Members secm to think, 
although some changes were made in the 
wine and spirit duties. However, I do 
not wish to force the matter on the 
House, and as the Bill has not been 
printed I will consent to the debate being 
adjourned. 
Debate adjourned till Thursday. 
Bill, as amended, to be printed. [Bill 
29)'7 
227. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Mr. MOON (St. Paneras, N.): I think 
that the attitude of those who have 
oft-times the control of public records is 
hardly so sympathetic as it should be, and 
they do not take that care and interest in 
them which they should. I think, there- 
fore, that the Amendment IJ have on the 
Paper is necessary, especially the last 
portion empowering new borough councils 
to spend money in the proper registration 
of their records. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot move the last por- 
tion, as it clearly involves a charge upon 
the rates. 


Mr. MOON: Then I beg to move the 
first portion of the clause down to the 
word “ for their preservation.” 


New clause— 


“No person shall be eligible as borough 
councillor who holds any office the salary of 
which is paid either wholly or partly out of 
funds provided either directly or indirectly out 
of the rates or out of the county fund. It shall 
be the duty of every new borough council 
formed under this Act hy the incorporation of 
a single parish to take effectual measures for 
the care and preservation of all vestry minutes, 
rate books, valuation books, maps, and all other 
records belonging to the civil parish, and in 
cases when a new borough council is formed by 
the incorporation of several parishes or district 
boards, it shall be the duty of the new borough 
council to collect the records belonging to the 
said parishes and district boards, and to take 
measures for their preservation. And it shall 
be lawful for any new borough council to 
expend money out of the rates for the prepara- 
tion and printing of inventories and calerdars 
of sueh documents which may be deemed to he 
of historical or public interest.”—(Mr. Moon.) 


brought up, and read the first time, 
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Motion made, and Question proposed 


“ That the clause be read a second time.” 


THE FIRST LORD oF _ THE 
TREASURY (Mr A. J. BALFour, Man- 
chester E.): I am in hearty sympathy 
with my hon. friend. I think indeed, 
a question has already been put to me 
in the House on the general subject, 
and that I have given a specific answer. 
Ido not think it would be desirable to 
attempt to deal with the preserva- 
tion of ancient records in a clause of 
this kind, simply in reference to the 
case of London, and 
to the country at large. I think it is true 
that all over the country we have a very 
imperfect record of historic documents, 
and probably the people who are day by 
day in occupation of their oftice do not 
devote that attention and money that is 
required in order to keep in order valu- 
able and historic documents which throw 
a very useful light upon the past. I do 
not think that anything will be gained 
for the object which my friend has in 
view by adopting even only the words he 
is allowed to move. He cannot move the 
latter part of his proposed Amendment 
because that would be out of order, and 
with regard to the other portion I think 
the whole matter is amply safeguarded by 
present legislation. The whole subject is 
at present under investigation, and 
Report will shortly be represented upon 
which practical steps will, probably, be 


taken, applying to the whole of the 
country. 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, S.): After 


the observation made by the right hon. 
Gentleman I do not propose to support 
the Amendment. I hear with great 
pleasure the assurance of the right “hon. 
Gentleman, and, as he realises the im- 
portance of the matter and is only 
deterred from dealing with it by the fact 
that it should be dealt with compre- 
hensively, I hope that when he does deal 
with the matter, having regard to the 
great importance of the question, he 
will precede any step which he intends to 
take by having a systematic inquiry. 


Mr. MOON: I beg leave to withdraw 
the clause, 


Motion and clause, 


by leave, with- 
drawn, 
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Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): The object of the Amendment 
[ have placed upon the Paper is to provide 
an easy, expeditious and cheap method 
of dealing with any questions of law 
that may arise with reference to this Bill. 
The proposed clause is merely a_ re- 
production of Clause 8, which was put 
into the Local Government Acts of 1888 
and 1894. In both cases, but especially 
as regards the Act of 1888, that clause 
has been largely availed of and has been 
found very useful. I do not think any- 
one can object to the clause, because it 
does not make this mode of raising a 
question exclusive, but merely provides 
that it shall be raised in accordance with 
the precedent I have referred to. I beg 
to move the clause. 


New clause— 


“Tf any question arises, or is about to arise, 


| as to whether any power, duty, or liability is 


| 


or is not transferred by or under this Act to 
the council of any metropolitan borough, or 
any property is or is not vested in any such 
council, that question, without prejudice to 
any other mode of trying it, may, on the 
application of the council, be submitted for 
decision to the High Court in such summary 
manner as, subject to any rules of Court, may 
be directed by the Court ; and the Court, after 
hearing such parties and taking such evidence 
(if any) as it thinks just, shall decide the 
question.’ (Mr. Pickersgill.) 


brought up and read the first time. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That the clause be now read a second 


time.” 

SOLICITOR - GENERAL (Sir 
R. B. Frnuay, Inverness Burghs): I 
doubt whether this clause will be as 
necessary as the one in the Acts of 1888 
and 1894; at the same time I have no 
objection to it whatever. 


THE 


Question put and agreed to, 
Clause read the first and second time, 
and added. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The Amendment 
I now propose is a drafting Amendment, 
and at the same time rests upon the 
principle which I understood the House 
and Committee adopted, namely, that the 
whole of the county outside the City is to 
be comprised in the Schedule of the Bill. 
That being so, the wording of the section 
is not very applic: able to the case, and this 
Amendment is merely to make it applic. 
able, 
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Amendment proposed— / Mr. PICKERSGILL: The Solicitor- 


“Tn Clause 1, page 1, line 20, after ‘adminis- | General said that his Amendment was to 
trator,’ to insert ‘and to establish and ineor- | adapt the Bill to the Schedule. The 
orate a council for each of the boroughs so | Schedule is not complete, and I do not 


ormed.’”— (Mr. Solicitor-General.) think there is anything relating to the 
: way in which Stoke Newington is to be 
Question proposed— dealt with. That being so, I do think 
“That those words be there inserted.” the Committee is entitled to ask the 


|Government now how they intend to 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- | Proceed in that matter. 
lets, Poplar): The object of these 
: ALFOUR: 

Amendments taken altogether is to get rid | Mr. oe go oa a ae 
of any friction that is likely to arise in the | a “apt aaa tule in i ae = 
creation of areas outside London. That is | W® Teach the Scheaule, when 1t will be 

open to hon. Members to discuss this 


one of the objects for which the Bill was | ; ; : 
introduced, and I am bound to say that matter and modify the Schedule ; in which 


. . | ‘ 2 i 
the most extraordinary state of things | S° We shall have to remodel the Bill. 


that was ever seen in this House occurred | 
on the last evening of this discussion, | 
when we had about 17 areas scheduled in 
the Bill, and the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury cut and carved | 
out the rest of London at his own sweet | 
will. What was done was done, I am| « Ip Clause 1, page 1, line 21, to leave out 
glad to say, in a very satisfactory manner, | sub-section (b).”—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 
and I do not propose to oppose this | 
Amendment. I am glad now that there is | *CoLoNEL HUGHES : I want to know 
so little left for the Commissioners to deal | what is going to be done in Stoke New- 
with, and I think we ought to ask the | ington. Ido not see how such cases as 
Government whether, under the circum- | Stoke Newington can be dealt with if this 
stances, it is necessary to appoint special sub-section is taken out. If Stoke New- 
Commissioners. | ington, with a population of only 30,000 
| or 40,000, is to be made into a borough, 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It seems to me | Why should not Plumstead, with a popula- 
the hon. Gentleman is rather hard to| tion of 62,000, have the same _privi- 
please. He first Sen the Govern- | leges # 
ment on carving up the boroughs, and then |, - a ; 
he objects to the Ae in which it is done. Pris = + i agp nye “44 hon. 
The arrangement has been eminently | ‘@n@ W! ‘as ; — “ee a ; aa 
successful, It was impossible to lay down plied with his desire log Dred ony 
a hard and fast proposition, and I think | ally dragged ~— - ie me” enient 
we have approached the limit of perfec- discussion as the Schedule. dy ly hon. 
tion as nearly as poor human nature can | friend will have c full Peer tc = 
be expected to approach it. We may | the Schedule of explaining his views in 
confidently expect that when the Schedule | regard to Stoke Newington and Plum- 
does appear it will embrace nearly all | stead, and I ame A earnestly hope that he 
London. I think this Amendment should | Wi! reserve to that occasion any con- 
be accepted. troversial matter he may desire to bring 
forward. 


*CoLONEL HUGHES (Woolwich): The | Amendment agreed to. 


re EO ee neanuded, except, Per-) te, COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
aps, Stoke Newington. H , ; 3 val A 
In discussing this question of the eligi- 

bility of women to serve as_alder- 
men or councillors in the new borough 
councils, | hope that the House will re- 
a ‘ . main in the same good temper which pre- 
*CotoneL HUGHES; If that is to bea! yailed when the subject. was under dis- 
separate borough, [ think it ought to be | cussion on a former occasion. I believe it 
so decided, is admitted on all hands that it is neces: 


Question put and agreed to. 
| Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We have 
arranged for that. 
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sary that in the Bill this question should 
be settled by express words. As the 
Bill now stands there are various opinions 
as to what it effects. Some hold that 
women are clearly. eligible to sit as coun- 
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of vestry work, the experience we have 








had of women sitting on the vestries, and 


cillors, but not as aldermen ; while others | 
hold that women are not only eligible to | 
sit as councillors and aldermen, but are | 


I think 


eligible even to become mayors. 


it is well to dismiss the question alto- | 
gether of the interpretation of the Bill | 


as it stands, and to decide expressly 
whether women shall be eligible to sit as 
councillors and aldermen. These councils 
which we are now creating will take 
over with very little alteration the 
work of the existing vestries. It may be 
that in the future that work will be 
enlarged, and I shall be glad to see every 
opportunity seized to increase the scope 


this happy state of opinion on the part of 
the electors, that they at least desire that 
women should remain eligible, would it 
not be a very strong action on the part of 
the House to declare that, although they 
had been eligible and had served with 
usefulness, and even with distinction, in 
the past, they should be no longer 
eligible? I can scarcely believe that a 
majority’ in this House will, under 
these circumstances, take away the fran- 


'chise and the eligibility which have been 


of the work ; but I do not think that the | 
cannot enter on that question now, since 


work will be seriously enlarged for some 
time. Now, on the vestries as at present 
constituted women sit. They are eligible 
to be elected, and they are elected. 
find there is a large concurrence of opinion 
from those who have had _ practical expe- 
rience of the work of women on vestries 
that there is much appropriate work for 
them to do, which cannot be discharged 
with equal qualifications and ability by 
the male members of the councils. 
The most important work of the 
new borough councils for a long time will 
be sanitary work ; and in relation to the 
provision of sanitation, the revision of 
existing deficiencies, suggestions for the 
amendment of sanitary legislation, and, 
above all, sanitary inspection and super- 
vision, women have shown themselves in 
the vestries to be pre-eminently qualified. 
I am aware that in some vestries—at 
least in one vestry—a motion has been 


carried against the admission of women to | 


the councils. We should take that for 
what it is worth ; but against the signifi- 
cance attached to the fact that the adverse 
motion had been carried by a majority 
in the Kensington Vestry, I would put 
this circumstance, that even while the 
Bill has been passing through the House 
there have been elections to the vestries 
all over London, and that a woman 
has been elected to sit in that par- 
ticular vestry, and in the case of 


a 


other vestries women have been elected. | 


The electors therefore have attested 
their desire that women should be 
eligible to sit in vestries and councils. | 


found to be a valuable element in the 
constitution of the vestries. We now 
come to the question of aldermen, which 
is a different question, because hitherto 
the vestries have had noaldermen. There 
are several Members in this House who 
object to aldermen altogether, but we 


the House has decided to accept the 
principle that aldermen are to form part 
of the new boroughs. But the question 
arises whether women as well as men 
should be eligible to serve as aldermen. 
Now I hold that the work to be dis- 
charged justifies the eligibility of women 
as aldermen as much as_ councillors. 
There is this difference only between the 
two cases. Women as councillors might 
have to undergo contested elections, 
whereas women as aldermen will obtain 
their position by the co-option of the 
elected members of the council. I could 
conceive many Members objecting to 
women having to face the exigencies and 
experiences of a contested election, but 
that argument,whatever it is worth, does 
not at all apply to women being declared 
eligible to serve as aldermen. Many are 
quite ready to have women as aldermen 
who would hesitate to have them as 
councillors, and I cannot see any possible 
reason why those who want women 
to be councillors can object to women 


being aldermen. My proposal goes 
no further than that. Some desire 
that women should be eligible as 


mayors, but I make no such proposi- 
tion. There is one substantial reason 
why the line should be drawn at mayors, 
and that is, that the mayors of the new 
councils will be ex officio justices of the 
peace. Now, what reason is there why 
women who are now eligible as vestry- 
women and councillors should not be 
aldermen? The only reason alleged, that 


When the House considers the character | I know of, is the suggestion that if this 


i 
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provision is introduced into the constitu- 
tion of the metropolitan boroughs it will 
be necessary to carry their eligibility 
into all the municipal boroughs throughout 
the length and breadth of the country. 
I see no necessity for carrying that eligi- 
bility further than is now proposed, unless 
it is found that the experiment now sug- 
gested works well, and if it works well | 
do not know why it should not be 
so extended. But the reason for adopt- 
ing the proposal here is, it is something 
that stands by itself, and does not require 
that the experiment should be carried 
further than it is now proposed to be 
carried. The question of the boroughs in 
the country may be considered in the 
future if the experience of London 
warrants making the same proposal in 
respect to these country boroughs. I beg 
to propose the Amendment standing in 
my name. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 2, by inserting after the 
word ‘councillors, the words ‘and no person 
shall be disqualified by sex or marriage for 
being elected or being an alderman or a 
councillor.’ "—(Mr. Courtney.) 


Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted 


*Mr. E. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, 
E.): I do not at all quarrel with 
the decision which has placed my right 
hon. friend in front of me, because 
he has put the issue before the House 
in a form which, if different from mine, is, 
at all events, a definite issue, and one on 
which the House can come to a decision, 
and set the matter at rest. The House 
will recollect that the question whether 
women should be eligible as councillors, 
aldermen, or mayors was practically left 
at the close of the debate in the state 
precisely where it was when the Bill was 
introduced. There were three Divisions 
taken in Committee, each contradicting 
the other, and the whole question was 
left in a hopeless tangle from which 
my right hon. friend the Leader of 
the House promised to extricate it 
on the Report stage. I should like to re- 
mind the House that on the Second 
Reading of the Bill the First Lord of the 
Treasury, in answer to a question, said 
there was no doubt that under the Bill 
women could sit as councillors, but that 
there was considerable doubt as to whether 
they could sit as mayors or aldermen. 


Mr. Courtney. 





{COMMONS} Bill 468 


But I am anxious that they should 
not sit either as councillors or aldermen. 
| Tam aware that the action which I have 
| taken in this matter is not approved of 
by that portion of the fair sex which set 
up aclaim to be on an equality with men in 
most things, if not in all, and who are 
everlastingly proclaiming to the world 
their rights and their wrongs. On the 
other hand, I feel satisfied in my own 
mind that if the House were to reject 
the proposal before it the bulk of the 
women in the country would be glad. 
The proposal to drag them and _ their 
sisters into municipal and political war- 
fare—because it must come to this—is 
not regarded with favour by the great 
majority of women throughout the 
country. I read with some interest the 
report of a meeting held the other day 
by the Women’s Liberal Federation, at 
which one of the speakers, a woman, 
denounced as “ venomous persons” those 
who are opposed to the women’s fran- 
chise. I am bound to assume | am one 
of those “‘ venomous persons ” whom these 
ladies would like to see out of Parliament ; 
and I have no doubt my punishment will 
come in due course when the Govern- 
ment sees fit to dissolve Parliament. My 
right hon. friend the Member for 
Bodmin has said that women are 
eminently qualified to undertake — the 
duties which would be imposed on the 
councils of these new boroughs. He 
alluded to only one duty, the supervision 
of sanitation. But I should like to ask my 
right hon. friend, what do women know 
about building operations, street and 
road-making, drain-making, sewer-inspec- 
tion, rate-making, and the assessment of 
houses ? I could enumerate an infinity of 
other duties which, it is clear to my mind, a 
woman cannot discharge. It is true, I 
admit, that women already sit on some of 
the metropolitan vestries, and my right hon. 
friend says they have served with dis- 
tinction. Well, that is not my experience. 
I could count on my fingers the women 
who sit on vestries in the metropolis, and 
my experience is that they are failures, 
and, in addition to that, they are practi- 
cally nonentities. —[“Oh! oh!” and 
“Hear! hear!”|—I quite understand 
that those hon. Members who are in 
favour of the right hon. Gentleman’s pro- 
position object to my describing these 
women as “failures” and “ nonentities,” 
but that is, of course, my personal opinion. 
We donot want these ladieson the borough 
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councils. I believe the majority of the 
Members who desire to see this Bill 
effective want to have men elected on 
these new councils who have business 


capabilities, who have been trained to! 


public life, and who would bring to bear 
on the deliberations and decisions of these 
councils practical experience. I am aware 
that women sit on boards of guardians 


throughout the country, and am perfectly, 


willing to admit that they do very good 
service on these boards. There are duties 
in connection with the working of boards 
of guardians which women can very 
properly undertake, especially amongst 
the women and children in the work- 
houses, and on the outdoor roll. But, 
because on some of these bodies women 
are doing good service, is that any good 
reason why they should be admitted to 
other spheres where, in my _ view, 
they would be altogether out of place ? 
I venture to say that, if their claim to sit 
on the new borough councils is admitted, 
and the House this evening says by its 
vote that they shall be eligible for these 
councils, their ambition will lead them 
to still higher flights. They will want 
the Parliamentary franchise, and even 
other higher privileges. At the risk of pro- 


ducing another shudder in the breast of 


the Leader of the House, I must repeat 
that if the House grants the privilege to 
women of sitting as councillors or alder- 
men in these councils, there is no logical 
reason whatever for excluding them here- 
after from the House of Commons itself. 
At a meeting which was held in London 
within the last few days of a great 


number of ladies who are in favour of 


this privilege being accorded to them, 
and where some gentlemen more or less 
prominent in Parliament were present, 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Cocker- 
mouth made a characteristic speech, in 
which he said that the House of Commons 
was a curious body (which we all admit, 
of course)—that one day it passed a law 
against gambling, and the next day it 
adjourned for the Derby. And the hon. 
Baronet went on to say that if women sat 
in Parliament they would do nothing so 
inconsistent as that. He added that women 
were as fit as males were to sit in Partia- 
ment. Sir Arthur Arnold, at the same 
meeting, said he believed strongly that 
the office of Archbishop of Canterbury 
should be open to women. I think that 
reduces the matter almost to an absurdity. 
So that if the women themselves do not 


[time of postponing 
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aspire to priestly office, there are some 


men who would claim that for them. 
If we admit women as councillors 
to the new boroughs, it is prac- 
tically impossible to exclude them 


from the offices of aldermen and mayor. 
All I can say is that if in addition to the 
House allowing women to sit as coun- 
cillors they also allow that they should be 
eligible as mayors and aldermen, then 
the whole thing will be reduced to an 
absurdity, and a faree. I only know one 
case where a woman has been elected as a 
mayor, and that was in New Zealand, 
where women have the franchise and 
other privileges. I hold in my hand a 
letter in which it is stated :— 

“There has heen only one Lady Mayor in 

New Zealand. She was Mrs. Yates, and she 
held office in the town of Onehunga, near 
Auckland, in the year 1894. alo erence. 
at her local Council were often ill-tempered 
and disorderly, and though she has since asked 
the ratepayers to re-elect her they have not 
done so. ’ 
Well, I do not want myself to see 
an imitation of that kind in this 
country. The great argument which 
[ venture to use against women 
being admitted is that they do not at 
present sit on the provincial municipali- 
ties, nor on the London County Couneil ; 
but I cannot for a moment believe that 
the House of Commons, having admitted 
women into active public life in the 
borough councils, could deny them the 
privilege of sitting in provincial munici- 
palities, For my part, I sincerely hope 
that the House will come to a definite issue 
upon this subject, and that they will re- 
solve that women are not entitled to be 
either councillors, aldermen, or mayors. 


*Sir H. H. FOWLER (Wolverhampton, 
E.): I hope the House will allow me to 
say a word or two on this question, 
beeause [I can claim some responsibility 
for the legislation which at present  pre- 
vails with reference to the rural districts, 
the urban districts, and London, because I 
think it was by the Act of 1894 that all 
these steps were taken. There is no doubt 
this question with reference to the posi- 
tion of women requires to be dealt with 
rather more straightforwardly than it has 
been by this House. There has been a 
desire, perhaps not an unnatural desire 
having regard to some considerations, to 
shirk the question, and the House has 
adopted a variety of methods from time to 
anything like a 
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straightforward decision upon the ques 
tion, which, after all, is of great import- 
ance ; and I think it is due to the country 
and to the House of Commons, if the 


House has views, whether they be 
adverse or favourable, that they 
should state them in the open. I 
would draw a line in the _ first | 
instance, in what I have to say 


to-night, between administrative and legis- 
lative work. The first step in what is 
called the enfranchisement of women, but 
what I would rather call the first step in 
the State availing itself of the services of 
women, was in the constitution of school 
boards, and I do not think that anybody 
who has served on school boards and knows 
anything of the working of school board 
education would deny the fact that the 
presence of women on school boards has 
been of very great value with reference to 
female education. 
as to say that [ do not think a school board 
is properly constituted unless there is a 
woman upon that school board. And I 
am satisfied that, strong as men may be, 
and wise as men may be, they never will 
be able to get that control over female 
education which an efficient school board 
ought toi have unless they are assisted by 
ladies in carrying out the administration. 
Well, Sir, when I went to the Local 
Government Board I found that there was 
a considerable difference of legal opinion 
as to whether women were capable of 
being elected on boards of guardians. 
The Local Government Board had avoided, 
I think under legal advice, giving any 
very definite opinion upon this question, 
but I felt so strongly on the point that | 
issued a circular to the various boards of 
guardians strongly recommending the 
election of women on boards of guardians. 
Iagree with every word the hon. Gentleman 
has just uttered with reference to the great 
value—I may say the inestimable value— 
of women upon boards of guardians. So 


long as you have pauper children, and so | 


long as you have pauper women, you are 
bound to have women placed in a position 
of responsibility and -control with 
reference to the management of work- 
houses and the relief of the poor. 
The next important step was when, 
in the Act of 1894, we extended the 
owers, or rather altered the constitution, 
of boards of guardians, and made them, 
in fact, rural councils, reconstructing the 
whole system of urban councils at the 
same time. I do not remember that there 


Sir H. H. Fowler, 
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was any strong debate upon the subject, 
but at all events Parliament affirmed the 
principle that women might be upon parish 
councils, rural district councils, bo. rds of 
guardians, and urban councils ; and it 
is a narrow line dividing urban district 
councils from municipal boroughs. But 
by that Act the whole system of 
urban district elections was applied to 
London vestries, who then were the 
responsible local authorities in London. 
We are now asked to say that what we 
did in 1894 was wrong, when women 
were allowed to serve on the vestries like 
those of Paddingten, Islington, &c., and 
that women are not competent to serve 
on those new bodies which are to have 
the duties of the original authorities, 
When we are asked to make a change 
such as this, the onus probundi is upon 
those who ask that that change may be 


made. The first question is, Has tke 
| election of women been a failure? I 
do not think the evidence that the 


hon. Gentleman who has just sat down 
has given is at all conclusive upon that 
point. He has been rather severe on the 
qualifications of the ladies, and on the 
manner in which they discharge their 
duties. So far as I have been able to 
form an opinion, they have discharged 
their duties with great efficiency and 
success, and to the advantage of the health 
of the people of London, who, with 
almost unanimity, will welcome the pres- 
ence of women on these new governing 
bodies. | Under these circumstances, | 
think we should prefer that a very strong 
case should be made out before we reject 
services which have been already rendered 
with efficiency and success. My night 
hon. friend the Member for Bodmin 
would exclude women from the office 
of mayor, recognising that there must 
be a line drawn somewhere in reference 
to the extent of female public work. 
I am bound to tell the House that 
women are eligible as chairmen of urban 
district councils, though the House 
accepted my suggestion specifically pro- 
hibiting women from becoming magistrates 
during their term of office. I now come 
to a point on which [ should like to speak 
very plainly. While I advocate most 
strongly the presence of women on these 
administrative bodies, while I believe 
they are capable of rendering the greatest 
service to boards of guardians, urban 
councils, and district councils, and, I 
| believe, to the councils in London, I am 
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not prepared to go further in that direc- 
tion. I am prepared, in fact, to stead- 
fastly and persistently oppose any attempt 
to convert women either into mayors, or 
magistrates, or arc ‘thbishops, or heads of 
police, or generals in the Army, or Mem- 
bers of Parliament. I believe that what 


the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord. 


of the Treasury said on the last occasion 
when this question came before the House | 
represented the opinion of a vast majority 
of the people of this country and ali sides 
of politics, viz. that the presence of 
ladies in this House would on public 
grounds be intolerable. I think we ought 
to talk plainly on this point. While we 
advocate that the fullest scope should be 
given to female efficiency and female 
assistance in public work, we ought not 
to keep in the background that it is our 
firm and unalterable determination not to 
proceed in a direction that would render 
Parliament ridiculous and the administra- 
tion of public affairs in this country 
impossible. I think it right to say 
plainly, intending as I do to support the 
motion of my right hon. friend the 
Member for Bodmin, that I do not regard 
this as a link in a long chain of events 
leading to something else. There is a 
line to be drawn, beyond which I do not 
believe the people of the country will ever 


go; but that is no reason why London | 


should be deprived of the great advantage 
of services rendered by ladies local 
administration. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): As a 
matter of right and justice, and in the 
interests of making these new borough 
councils as successful as the  vestries 
which they are going to supersede, 
earnestly hope that this House will by a 
very large majority pass this Amendment. 


LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I, like my right hon. friend the Member 
for Wolverhampton, am logical in these 
matters. I have voted on all occasions 
not only against women being members 
of councils and of the House of Commons, 
but against them having votes at all, and 
[always contemplate doing so as long as 
Ihave the honour of being a Member of 
this House. At the present moment you 
do not allow women to sit on municipal 
bodies inthe country. Why, then, should | 
an exception he made in the case of 
London? If you admit women in 
London, the precedent would be followed | 
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in the prov inces, and the next step would 
be a claim for women to sit in the 
House of Commons. [can see the thin 
-end of the wedge in this proposition. 
| Let hon. Members be firm. Let them be 
men. I will yield to none in my admira- 
tion for women. Woman is the right 
person, provided she is in her right place. 
There are some who have not been suc- 
cesses as members of their own sex, and 
who like to muddle and meddle in 
politics in the hope that they may be 
successes as men. Although there are 
weak men on the Opposition side of the 
House, I am glad to see stalwarts on the 
other side. The majority of women will 
not approve of this proposal. The few 
women who come forward and make a 
great noise are never supported by their 
own sex.. The right hon. Member for 
| Bodmin was not logical, because he him- 
self does not propose that women should 
be eligible for the office of mayor. He 
passed that point over insidiously with a 
long joke. Can the right hon. Gentleman 
promise that he will always vote against 
women being eligible for the office of 
mayor or for membership to the House of 
Commons ? I hope the House will decide 
that in the important councils of the 
| nation men, and men only, shall sit. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): Hon. Members 
opposite have made a distinguished con- 
vert in the hon. Member who has just 


spoken. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: I beg my hon. 
friend’s pardon. I was opposed to women 
having votes before half the hon. Gentle- 
men opposite were born. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: Yes, but 
the hon. Member, who is supposed to be a 
great Radical, has used the most familiar 


of Tory arguments against all reform. 
It is that if something were conceded 


something else would be forthwith de- 
manded. My hon. friend is affrighted 
at the prospect of women sitting in this 
House. The First Lord of the Treasury 
says that the idea is intolerable, but I 
will venture on this prediction—that if 
the time arrives when the electors of 
this country desire to send women 
to this House the right hon. Gentle- 
man will look upon this question in a 
Hon. Members 
opposite admit that the services of women 
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on school boards and boards of guardians 
have been valuable. Let me remind the 
House that there was a time when the 
appearance of women on those boards 
was quite a novelty, and when the pre- 
diction was freely indulged in that their 
presence would be injurious. That 
feeling has now entirely disappeared, and 
no one wishes to exclude them from those 
boards. The principle on which I should 
decide all these questions is the principle 
of freedom—freedom on the part of those 


who aspire to positions of pub- 
lic importance, and freedom on the 
part of the constituencies to send 
whom they please to Parliament 


or to other public bodies. The proposal 
to exclude women is, in my opinion, one 
that would be unjust to the women of 
this country and injurious to the country 
as a whole. 

Mr. HEYWOODJOHNSTONE (Sussex, 
Horsham) : Surely if the people wish to be | 
represented by women, and if they think 
that their interests would be served by 
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boroughs, they should be permitted to have 
them. No woman would be compelled to 
serve or to come forward as a candidate, 
We recognise that women can fill very use- 
ful positions, and I shall certainly vote 
for this Amendment, which puts it in the 
power of the electors themselves to choose 
whether they will or will not be repre- 
sented by women. But, apart from that, 
I should vote for this Amendment on the 
grounds of humanity. If I know any- 
thing of the history of municipal life, I 
am inclined to think that the newly 
created boroughs will celebrate their in- 
corporation by banquets to which Men- 
bers of this House will probably be in- 
vited, and it is very desirable that they 
should have the guiding hand of women 
in these matters. I sincerely hope that 
women will be elected to the borough 
councils, believing, as I do, that they 
will discharge good and _ serviceable 
work. 
Question put— 


The House divided. Ayes, 196 ; Noes, 


women representativesonthenewly created 161. (Division List No. 171.) 
AYES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Wm.(New.under Lyme) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, RtHon Herbert Henry 
Atherley-Jones, L. 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Baker, Sir John 
Balfour, Rt. An. A. J. (Man’r) 
Balfour. Rt Hn. G. W. (Leeds) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bhownaggree, Si M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 
Birrell, Augustine 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Brunner, Sir Jolin Tomlinson 
Bryce, Kt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Sullard, Sir Harry 
Burns, John 
Burt, Thomas 
3utcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Camphell-Bennerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coglull, Douglas Harry 


Mr, Carvel Williams. 


Davitt, Michael 
Denny, Colonel 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. 
Dillon, John 
Doogan, P. C. 


Drucker, A. 


Ferguson, R. C. 


Firbank, Joseph 
Fisher, William 


Fry, Lewis 


Gold, Charles 


Corbett, A. Cameron (Glas’w) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, §.) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 


Douglas, C. M. (Lanark) 


Duckworth, James 
Dunn, Sir William 
Ellis, John Edward 
Evans, Sir F. H. 
Evershed, Sydney 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 


Finlay, Sir Robert B. 


Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Rokert P.- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E, 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick G. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles $.- 
Heath, James 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Holland, Hon. L. R. (Bow) 
Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
| Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kimber, Henry 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lough, Thomas 
| Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lneas-Shadwel], William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacAleese, Daniel 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Iver, Sir Lewis (Edin. W.) 
M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M:Killop, James 
Maddison, Fred. 
Montagu, Hn. J. S. (Hants.) 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechapel 


(Donegal) 


Sir Charles 


(South’ton) 


M. (Leith) 


Thomas 
Hayes 
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Morley, Rt. Hn. J. (Montrose.) | Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, Edw. J. C. (Dvnpt.) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 

Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 
Northcote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 

O’Brien, James I. X 


Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) ! 
Shaw, Charles Edw. (Statford) | Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
' Shaw, Thomas ‘Hawick B.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfershire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spencer, Ernest 
| Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. | 
| Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) | Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
| Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, tion. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | 
| Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxi’d Univ | 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan,E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8S.) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pease, H. P. (Darlington) 
Pender, Sir James 

Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pirie, Dunean V. 

Price, Robert John 


Reid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8.E.) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F. 8. (Chelten’m) 


Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex.F. | Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
e+ | Engledew, Charles John 
| Evans, 8S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Full »wes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Finch, George H. 
Kitz Wygram, Genera] Sir F. 
| Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot,Capt.Joseeline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 


Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHnA H.Smith-(Aunts | 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bowles, T. Gibson (King’s Lynn 


Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 

Garfit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

| Gibbs, Hn AGH (City of Lond. | Marks, Henry Hananel 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Goschen,RtHnG.J.(StGeorge’s 

| Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


Broadhurst, Henry 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A.Glasgow 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) | 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derby.) | 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn. J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clarke, Sir Edward (Plymouth 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. L. (Lambeth) 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 
Digby, John K. D. W.- 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fredr D. 
‘Donelan, Captain A. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A Akers- | 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
2 


Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Bram 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Char 
Thomas Frederick 
n, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. | 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 


Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil | 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. G.- 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 
| Jolliffe, Hon. If. George 

King, Sir Heniy Seymour 
Kitson, Sir Jaiues 
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Labouchere, Henry 


Lam Leit, George | Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
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Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willianis, JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir William Henry 

| Wilson, Charles Henry : Hull) 


Wilson, Hen. J. (York, W.R.) 
; Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
| Wilson, John (Govan) 
| Woodall, William 
Woodhouse, SirJ.T.(Hudd’f'd) 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
| Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
| Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander(Berks, E. ) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Mr. Heywood Johnstone 
and Mr. Cohen. 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 

Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 

| Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
M‘Donnell, Dr. M. A.(Queen’sC 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 

| Maclure, Sir John William 

| M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) 
M‘Ewan, William 

| Malcolm, Ian 

| Maple, Sir John Blundell 

| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


| Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey, Thompson, Sir H. M. 


| Mildmay, Francis Bingham 


Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred({Monm’thsh. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


| Myers, William Henry 
| Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 


| Pym, C. Guy 
| Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
| Richards, Henry Charles 


Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 


| Seoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
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Vincent, Col. SirC. E. Howard | Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Stewart, Sir Mk. J. M‘Taggart | Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. Wilson-Todd, Wm. H. (Yorks.) 
Stock, James Henry Wanklyn, James Leslie Wodehouse, tt. Hn. E.R (Bath) 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Thorburn, Walter Webster, R.*G. (St. Pancras) | : 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Tully, Jasper Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) | Mr. Boulnois and Mr. Ban- 
Valentia, Viscount Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. | bury. 


Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: The Amend-{ Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The House 
| will remember that there was a consider- 
able feeling in favour of triennial 
elections, and ultimately the Govern- 
ment made the proposal now in the 
Bill. As far as I am concerned I am 
In the debate on this question in Com- prepared to adhere to that compromise. | 
mittee the Government found itself quite agree that the wording may 
obliged to make a concession, which pro- | require some alteration, and I hope the 
vided that any representation sent to the Government will accept an Amendment I 
Local Government Board by a borough propose to move in regard to it. If 
council supported by a two-thirds majority | proper option is given to adopt triennial 
in favour of triennial elections would be | elections, they will be universally adopted, 
considered. Whatever the rule is, it | and therefore the desire we have in our 
ought to be uniform over the whole of | minds will be achieved. 
London; and by the omission which I 
propose triennial elections could be 
obtained. I have no doubt that a) yfp STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
substantial majority on the newly Stepney): I rise to support the Amend- 
created councils will be in favour | pent moved by my hon. and learned 
of triennial elections, but it is not! fiend the Member for Bethnal Green, I 
reasonable to suppose that, having re’ amaware of thecompromisearrived at when 
gard to the severity of the conditions, all the Bill was discussed in Committee, but 
the councils will pass the necessary although the borough councils may vote 
resolution. It would be absurd to have by a two-thirds majority in favour of 
triennial elections in one district and | triennial elections, representations must 
ennual elections “wr another, and I hope afterwards be made to the Local Govern. 
the Government will favourably consider ment Board for their consideration. I 
the Amendment I now move. believe the same provision was made in 
the Local Government Act of 1894.  Pre- 
vious to that Act, the elections for Poor 
|Law guardians in London took place 
“In page 2, lines 5 and 6, to leave out the | annually, but the moment the hoards of 
words ‘that number being divisible by | guardians had the opportunity for decid- 
three.’ —(Mr. Pickersgill). ing whether they should have annual or 
‘triennial elections, they universally de- 
cided in favour of the latter. There we 
| have a practical illustration of the feeling 
“That the words proposed to be left out | jn London on this question; and, that 
stand part of the Bill.’ | being so, why should we not at once make 
| provision in the Bill for triennial elections, 
without putting the borough councils to 
the cost of deciding for themselves, when 


ment I have to move is— 


“To leave out in Clause 2, page 2, lines 5 
and 6 the words ‘that number being divisible | 
by three.’” | 

| 
| 
| 


Amendment proposed— 


Question proposed— 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The proposal 
made by the hon. and learned Member is, 
I take it, to leave out these words in| we know by past experience what 
order afterwards to insert other words | their opinions will be? There is 
providing for triennial elections over | another important point attached to 
London. When this matter was dis-| this Amendment. The chief object of this 
cussed in Committee a certain solution | Bill is to induce the electors to take an 
was arrived at, and I have come to the | interest in local affairs. In the year 1900 
conclusion that it is better, after con-| this Bill will come into operation. In 
sidering the views of hon. Members on} November we shall have the first elec- 
both sides, that we should adhere to that | tions for the new boroughs, and in the 
arrangement, | same mouth we shall have the elections 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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for the London School Board. In March, 
1901, we shall have the London County 
Council elections ; in the following month 
the elections for boards of guardians in 
London, and possibly in the summer we 
may have Parliamentary elections, and if 
this Bill is allowed to stand in its present 
form we may have in November of that 
year also the annual elections for the 
borough councils; so that in 1901 we 
shall have certainly three, and possibly 
four, elections. When we ask the people 
to vote in such a number of elections, they 
will tell us that they are sick and tired of 
voting. The School Board, the London 
County Council, and the new borough 
councils are bodies of such an important 
character that we are anxious for the 
electorate of London to take an interest in 
their election by voting. My own ex- 
perience in these local matters is that 
where you have a constant recurrence of 
elections you cannot get the people to 
take an interest in them, and for that 
reason I will support the Amendment. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): These 
numerous elections are very expensive, 
and the benefit conferred by this Amend- 
ment would be very much appreciated in 
the divisions referred to. Upon this 
point I desire to claim the attention of 
the House, because I am sure that this 
matter requires more consideration than 
has yet been given to it. The clause 
deals with the number of councillors 
which shall be allotted to each ward. 
Take my particular division. It has five 
wards, and the number for each ward are 
to be selected having regard to rateable 
value and population. That would be 
extremely difficult, but we might get over 
it. But mark the other condition—that 
the selection of the number must be 
divisible by three. It must be either 
three, six, or nine, and you cannot have 
four, five, seven, eight, or ten. It is hard 
enough to observe the conditions with 
regard to population and rateable value, 
but when you divide by three you put a 
burden upon the people which will prove 
to be very onerous. This is no fancied 
argument, and [ hope the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, who has all through adopted a 
conciliatory attitude, will give it careful 
consideration. The Solicitor-Genera! was 
hot very strong in opposing this Amend- 
ment, and he approached it in the way which 
he generally adopts when he wants to draw 
a little more opinion from the House. In 
every ward you prevent a number of 
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councillors that might be suitable, because 
the number must be divided by three. 
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| Everyone is agreed that in most of these 


divisions the triennial system will be 
adopted. We are now trying to ride both 
horses as the Bill stands, and therefore I 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
give this proposal his careful con- 
sideration. 


*Sir E. CLARKE (Plymouth): 1 hope 
my right hon. friend will not be induced 
by compliments passed upon his con- 
ciliatory disposition to abandon what is 
really an important part of this Bill by 
accepting what is a very unreasonable and 
a somewhat ungracious Amendment. The 
question was fully argued when the sub- 
ject of triennial elections was discussed, 
and strong opinions were expressed on 
both sides. I hold myself a very strong 
opinion in favour of annual elections, and, 
as so much has been said about a larger 
public interest being aroused by triennial 
elections, I cannot help remembering the 
mischief that has been done by the 


constant intervention of political or- 
ganisation. There is really nothing in 


the objection that has just been made, 
and which my right hon. friend is so 
solemnly exhorted to take into  con- 
sideration. The boundaries will be 
fixed with due regard to population and 
rateable value in such proportion as will 
make them fairly equal. The Government 
made a great concession by inserting a 
clause under which it was left to the 
borough council to have an opportunity 
of addressing the Local Government 
Board, when that application represented 
the opinion of a majority of the whole 
council, to have the election once in three 
years. That was a considerable conces- 
sion. It was a compromise which has 
been frankly accepted by the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Tower Hamlets, and surely it is 
very unreasonable, under the cover of 
compliments, to endeavour now to upset 
this decision. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): I was very strongly in favour of 
triennial elections when the question came 
up, but in view of the fact that the 
Government made a concession in Com- 


| mittee in favour of triennial elections, I 


feel it my duty upon this occasion to 
support the Government. 

The House divided: Ayes, 245; Noes, 
89, (Division List No, 172.) 
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Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlex.F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Asquith, Rt. Hn. Herbert Hen. | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon John 
Austin, Sir Jolin (Yorkshire) 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George A. 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manceh r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.( Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Jathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, RtHnSirM. H. (Bristol) 
Seckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faittfull 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethel], Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brooktield, A. Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. Jaines 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burt, Thomas 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 


Campbell, RtHnJ. A. (Glasgow 
Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cavendish, R. F. (N 
Cavendish, VCW(Derbyshire) 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings. Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
Cooke,C. W. Radclitie( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 


Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- | 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D, | 
Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 
Elliot, Hon. A. RalphDouglas | 
Evans, Samuel 'T’, (Glamorgan) 
Evershed, Sydney 


(N. Lanes.) | 
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Fardell, Sir 'T. George 


| Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edw. 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbauk, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Kobert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
: lannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fry, Lewis 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Garlit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons. J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fred’k 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. Jo!in Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gretton, John 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 


| Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 


Hanbury,|Rt. Hon. Robert W. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hatch, Ernest F. George 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert T. 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Holland, Hon. L. R. (Bow) 
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Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles ( Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (¢ ‘ornwall) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B.(Cambs.) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim, E, 
M‘Ewan, William ; 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh,W, 
M‘Killop, James * 
Malcolm, Tan 

Manuers, Lord Edw. Wm. J, 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 


| Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 


Marks. Henry Hananel 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M, 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Moon, Edward Robert Paey 
More, Robt. Jasper Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’ths.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Ar. H. A. (Deptford) 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. ( Yeading) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pender, Sir James 

Penn, John 

Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 


| Price, Robert John 


Holland, W. H. (York, W. BR.) | 


Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


Hutchinson, Capt.G. W. Grice- | 


Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 


Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 


Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 


Richards, Henry Oharles 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


| Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 


Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 


Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


| Jolliffe, Hon H. George 


Kearley, Hudson E. 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


Lafone, Alfred 
Lambert, George 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 


| Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D-(Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 4 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn, W. (Liverpool) 


Round, James 

toyds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Spicer, Albert 


| Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Uni ) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
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Wanklyn, James Leslie. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Webster, SirR.E.(I. of Wight) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley,George (Stockport) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph P.- (Birm.) 
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Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, RtHnE. R. (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C, Bb. 8.- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 


Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Sir 











Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent, Col. Sir. C. E. H. 


NO 
Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) ; Gold, Charles 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 


Ambrose, Robert 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Baker, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 


Billson, Alfred | Jacoby, James 


Bolton, Thomas Dolling | Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
| Kitson, Sir James 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | Langley, Batty 

| Lawson, Sir W 


Broadhurst, Henry 


Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 
Cameron,SirCharles (Glasgow) | Lloyd-George, 


Leng, Sir John 


Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton | Lough, Thomas 
LyelJ, Sir Leonard 
MacAleese, Daniel Y hit c 

| MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’sC | Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Wills, Sir William Henry 


Channing, Francis Allston 

Charrington, Spencer 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. V.- (Cardigan) 

Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, C. M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 
Fenwick, Charles 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Other Amendments made. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: This clause 
was practically taken from the Local 
Government Act of 1894, and the words 
I-now move to omit are words which 
do not find any place in that Act. 
They seem to me to restrict the possi- 
bility of boroughs having full liberty 
to adopt the annual system. In an ex- 
treme case, if a certain proportion of the 
70 members were to stay away they could 
prevent the adoption of the system of 
triennial elections. I am afraid that if | 
these words are left in they might put 
considerable difficulties in the way of the 
adoption of this provision. I hope, there- 
fore, that the Government will accept this 
Amendment. 

Amendment proposed— 

In Clause 2, page 2, line 33, to leave out 
from ‘ purpose’ to ‘make’ in line 34,”—(Mr. 
Sydney Buxton.) 

Question proposed— 

“That the words proposed to he left out | 
stand part of the clause,’ 


| M‘Cartan, Mic 

M‘Ghee, Richa 
| M‘Kenna, Reg 
| Maddison, Fre« 


Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


Gourley, Sir Edward T. 

Allen, Wm.(Newe.underLyme | Gurdoo, Sir W 

| Harwood, George 

| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Holland, W. H. 

Beaumont, Wentworth, C. B. | Horniman, Frederick John 


| Lewis, John Herbert 


Montagu, Sir S. (Whitech’]) i : 
Morton, E. J. q yf wameontan | Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(H’dd’rsPd 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) Mr. Pickersgill and Mr. 
| O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


William Walrond and Mr. 
Anstruther. 


ES. 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Pickard, Benjamin 

illiam B. | Richardson, J. (Vurham, 8. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

| Robson, William Snowdon 


yyy y, ,| Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
(York, W. R.) | Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 
| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


. (Cumberland) | Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E.) 
i Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
David | Tully, Jasper 

| Wedderburn, Sir William 

| Weir, James Galloway 

| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Alfred 


hael Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
rd Wilson, Fredk. W. (Norfolk) 
inald Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 

1. | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Steadman. 

Mx. A. J. BALFOUR: I trust 
the House will retain the Bill as 
it new stands. I ought to say that 
at the time this clause was adopted I ex- 
pressed grave apprehensions at the deter- 
mination which the London Members had 
arrived at to adopt a system which 
certainly could not prove acceptable if 
extended to the provinces. But the 
general opinion was so strong among 
London Members that [ made a concession, 
and we arrived at a compromise which 
was this—that the councils themselves 
should have practically the power of 
adopting the triennial system in pre- 
ference to the annual system, but it 
should be done only on the condition that 


|a distinct and absolute majority were in 


favour of it. It will be observed that if 


| the hon, Member’s Amendment is carried 


aud the words in the Bill to which he 


| objects are left out, it would be possible 
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for one-third of the Members to make this posed of 36 members on the one side and 
great change. That would not be carry- | 24 on the other, the 36 would elect 6 
ing out the intention of the House, and I | aldermen, and the 24 four, which would 
trust that the hon. Gentleman will not | give each side proportionate representa- 
insist upon a division. tion. Under the —— — ~é4g ex- 
Be ee : erience in many of our boroughs has 

Mr. STUAR : (Shoredich, Hoxton) ‘ I lowe us that the election of aldermen 
should be glad if the right hon. Gentie- has been a matter of great jealousy, and 
man could see his way to adopt this | this has also been the ease in the London 
Amendment, but I rise to call his atten- | County Council. In the London County 
tion to another point upon which I will | Comanl « simple majority have always 
not make a motion, but which is closely | pad the power 68 dlctine the whole ‘oO 
associated with this question, and which | ie dite By erg alteration ‘it 
the right hon. Gentleman may see his} would limit the number which — the 
way to deal with in another place. It | majority of a council have power to 
bears upon triennial elections, and the | elect, ond give a choice to the minority, 
point is that it would be extremely in the | The matter is so simple that nobody could 
interests of London electors generally if, | pretend to misunderstand it oni iia 
wherever a triennial election was ordered | machinery is so simple that Mg sovkd eas 
by the Local Government Board, it could | go wrong. It would secure the end which 
be ordered for the year 1900, or one of we all have in view, which is the addition 


the three years dating therefrom. to the members of the council of an 
repr Val entirely new element, and it would be a 
mendment negatived. simple means of solving what is acknow- 


’ ledged to be a difficult and delicate ques- 
Mr. COURTNEY: The Amendment | tion) and one which raises an andecitelle 
I now beg to move is one which was sub- feeling at the beginning of the career of 
mitted to the House in Committee, and | ayer .™ : 
: : , . : y council. 
after a slight discussion I withdrew it. 
The object of the Amendment is very| Amendment proposed 
simple. We all know that the experience} “In Clause 2, page 2, line 37, at end to 
of municipal contests shows that the | add— 
power of appointing aldermen has often| (ec) ‘At the first election of aldermen after 
been abused, first of all by the wire- | the passing of this Act any six councillors may 
pullers of the party securing the election | ee Saba & sherman 
pon such fperson shall be declared 
of all the aldermen, and then by those | elected as alderman, and the six councillors 
aldermen joining in the election of | nominating him shall have no further part in 
subsequent aldermen. The Amendment such election ; and that every subsequent 
I propose is very simple in its operation, triennial election of aldermen any twelve coun- 
. . . cillors may agree in nominating one person as 
and will insure the election of aldermen | alderman, and thereupon such person shall be 
by the minority to an extent correspond- | declared elected as alderman, and the twelve 
ing to the position which that minority | councillors nominating | him shall have no 
holds. It can best be explained by an further part in such election.’ ”—(Mr. Courtney) 
example. A council should never exceed 
60 members, so that with the aldermen 
one in 10 the council should never exceed | 
70. The common council of 60 comes to | 
elect its aldermen, and under the present} Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I see no reason 
system the majority of 31 could elect the | for altering the view which I expressed 
whole 10 aldermen, thus converting a on a former occasion at an earlier stage of 
majority of 2 in the entire council into | the Bill that this Amendment should not 
a majority of 12. Now, what I propose | be accepted. I agree with my right hon. 
is that in the first election, where 60 will | friend that his scheme has the great advan- 
have to elect 10 aldermen, that when 6 | tage of being exceedingly simple, and I 
of the councillors join together they shall | do not think that there would be any 
be able to nominate one alderman, and | practical difficulty in the way of its work- 
that all those six councillors shall imme- ing properly. I also agree that it has the 
liately retire from taking any other part | great merit of preventing the election of 
in the election. The result of that would | aldermen being used as a machinery in 
be, that if there was a majority of 14— favour of any particular party, but whether 
that is to say, if the council was com-' it will secure that the councils will obtain 


Mr A. J. Balfour 








. 

| Question proposed— 

| “That those words be there inserted.” 
| 
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a better class men as aldermen | gravely 
doubt. 
party of six councillors who would vote, 
or who would meet together to select 
their alderman, might exercise their choice 
in favour of individuals for whom no 
party would be responsible in its collec 
tive capacity. On the whole, I am dis- 
posed to think that the responsibility 
which must attach to the organised action 
of a party must produce better results 
than the relatively irresponsible action of 
groups of six gentlemen who would like 
to elect their own friends. On these 
grounds I feel constrained to adhere to 
my former decision, and if my right hon. 
friend thinks it necessary to divide the 
House I shall feel obliged to go into the 
lobby against him. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. COURTNEY: The Bill as it 
stands provides that, to be qualified to act 
as an alderman in a borough, a man must 
be qualified , for election to the county 
council in that particular borough. My 
desire is to enlarge that qualification so 
as to extend it to any one who is qualified 
to be elected as a councillor for any 
metropolitan borough and enable him to 
act as an alderman in any other 
metropolitan borough. Why should we 
limit the choice of the electors to 
nominate an alderman, seeing that the 
aldermen are chosen by the electors 
and, of course, would be responsible to 
them? Persons who are qualified to be 
elected as aldermen elsewhere surely 
should be qualified to be clected as 
aldermen in any particular borough. It 
is well known that in some parts of the 
City there are men who have peculiar 
qualifications for this work who would 
not be eligible as the Bill now stands. In 
the interest of the freedom of voice of the 


electors, I think this would be a great | : 
} |matter if there had 


benefit, while on the other hand no harm 
could be done by it. It simply enlarges 
the power of choice, and if that is ex- 
tended it will only be used in the rarest 
of cases. I beg to move the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed — 


‘‘In page 2, line 37, at the end of Clause 3, 
to insert the words, ‘(d) A person shall be 
qualified to be elected as alderman in any 
metropolitan borough who is qualified to be | 
elected as councillor in the same or. any other | 
metropolitan borough. ’”—(Mr. Courtney.) 


Question proposed 
“ That those words be there inserted,” | 


{6 JUNE 1899} 


The practical result will be that a | 
' occurred with regard to this matter on a 


/on a previous occasion, and 
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BALFOUR: Perhaps I 
House of what 


Wines A Od: 
might remind — this 


previous occasion. When this question 
was brought forward, I did my best to 
induce the House to accept the proposal, 
but the House, after by no means a brief 
discussion, came to the couclusion that it 
would not be an improvement to the Bill. 
I do not wish to withdraw from the posi- 
tion that I then took up, and under the 
same circumstances I should take the same 
course again. I would suggest to my 
right hon. friend that it is hardly worth 
while to divide the House again upon the 
subject. 


Lorp H. CECIL (Greenwich): I hope 
the House will see its way to accept this 
Amendment. It is quite true that it was 
raised on another occasion, but it is an 
Amendment of great importance, and 
since that time many representatives may 
have changed their opinions upon it. 
The kind of man who would make a good 
alderman might very well live in another 
part of, London and still by reason of his 
business connection have a very real 
interest in a particular district. He might 
have a real capacity for public business 
and an earnest desire to interest himself in 
that borough. So far as I can see 
I cannot ‘discover any reason why 
this Amendment should not be accepted. 
It will only be applied in cases where 
there are very strong reasons for going 
outside the borough, and surely you are 
not going to say by statutory enactment 
that a borough shall not be able to go 
outside to elect its aldermen, when by so 
doing they might find ideal men to fit the 
position. 


Mr. STUART: I should have been 
content to give a silent vote on this 
been a desire to 
discuss the question. Iam against it for 
the reasons that this proposal is against 
the whole principle; of local government 
in England. ‘The only exception is that of 
the London School Board, in which. no 
doubt, there was a reason for breaking 
the precedent, as what was desired in that 
case was to get experts in education on 
the Board. So far as this Bill is con- 
ecrned, there is no necessity for going 
outside the area of the borough. I gave 
the whole argument against this proposa! 
therefore 
there is no reason for entering into it 
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now. The- boroughs of London do not} London the patronage of men from 
ask for aldermen, and have expressed Chelsea and the West End, who would 
general dissatisfaction at the idea that they | come to the East to air their fads. We 
are going to be put upon them, and if! have seen the evil of that system in the 
you are going now to allow aldermen to case of certain aldermen in the London 
be elected from the outside you will) County Council, who were brought in 
create greater dissatisfaction than already "not because of their knowledge of muni- 
exists. | cipal _— but be vauuse e “sen —— 
2 nih services. I most sincerely hope the same 
*Sm E. CLARKE: I see n0/ conker will not be introduced * the new 
reason why the Amendment should not | municipalities, and I trust that the hon. 
be accepted at once if what the hon. | \ember will not press his Amendment to 
Gentleman who has just sat down has a division. The matter was decided in 
suggested is all that can be said against it. | Committee in a very large House, and the 
The only argument which he appears to | act majority of the London Members 
have adduced is that if you go outside | voted against the scheme of the Amend- 
the boroughs the electors may elect the | a“. 
wrong man. [| am sorry he has so little | 
faith in the electors. It may be that} (pram NORTON (Newington, 
there are persons who by long residence | W.):; Surely the reply to what has fallen 
or business were once connected with the | from the hon. and learned Member for 
borough, although they now live else- | Plymouth as to those who are so very 
where, who on their retirement from | anxious to serve in certain areas, in which 
business are taking great interest in| they have large interests and in which 
public life. Yet, as the Bill now stands, | they have lived in former times, is that 
you would refuse any such persons, | an outlay of £10 will give them a qualifi- 
although the borough councils might | cation to enable them to sit on the 
recognise that if they could obtain this borough council. 
experience and this knowledge that he | a catia ini ae ; 
would be just the person to be desired. Mr. BANBI RY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): If this Amendment is not carried, 
Sir J. BRUNNER (Cheshire, North- the new boroughs will, I think, be 
wich): I desire to call attention to a fact debarred from choosing some men as 
which must be obvious to everybody who alderman who are eminently suited for 
studies the reorganisation of large busi-| that position. I have a striking instance 
nesses of the present day. In the) in my own constituency of this. The 
manufacturing parts of London large | gentleman in question is not of my way of 
businesses are being turned into and | thinking; he was a Progressive member 
worked by limited companies. Now, if this of the London County Council, and served 
Amendment is not carried the man whose | the district well. But his business has 
interest is entirely centred in the locality been turned into a limited liability com- 
in which his business is will find himself pany, and he does not now reside in the 
debarred from any share of management district. Therefore, unless this Amend- 
in public affairs. All these are good _ ment is carried, this gentleman, who has 
business men, and yet they will be) been connected with the place for 
excluded from any share of local | twenty-five years and who is thoroughly 
government. I desire to support the capable of being an alderman, will be pre- 
Amendment. vented from serving the district in which 
| he is so much interested. 
Mr. E. A. GOULDING (Wilts, | 
Devizes): Various arguments have been| *Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): The 
used in favour of the Amendment. It has | main argument on which the Amendment 
been put that it would afford rich men, or was decided against in Committee was 
single men who want some purpose in | that every man who is a councillor or an 
life, an opportunity of doing service to | alderman is put in the position of adminis- 
the East End districts. Again, it was | tering the funds of the locality, and should 
said that it would enable business men, | be, at least, one of those who contribute 
who could not give time to work a con-| to these funds, The plea about hardship 
tested election, tu be brought in as alder- | to a man who converts his business into a 
men, Now we are told that it is a! limited liability has no place against the 
scheme to bestow upon the East End of | argument, for the double reason that when 


Mr. Stuart, 
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aman is going to convert himself into a 
limited liability company he should think 
of what effect it will have; and in the 
second place, if he wants to retain his 
qualification as a ratepayer, it is very easy 
for him to retain some of the property in 
his own hands. 
the hon. Gentleman the mover of the 


Amendment, or of those who followed 


him on the same side, not a shadow of 
answer was given to the statement that 
it would induce irresponsible persons to 
come into the councils from the outside 


and squander the money to which they | 


had not contributed. Moreover, if an 
outsider were allowed to be elected, a 
man who lived, perhaps, on the other side 


of the street down the centre of: which | 


ran the boundary of the borough might 
be co-opted to the borough council, and 
there urge the expenditure of money upon 
that very street to the benefit of his 
property, although he would not pay a 
penny of the rates for it. One of the 
great objects of the Bill is to enable 
localities to manage themselves in local 
affairs ; but if the Amendment is carried 
there is no reason why certain carpet- 


baggers, whose strings are pulled by | 


political associations, should not be elected 
all over London into half a dozen con- 
tituencies to work for these politicals 
associations. 

*Mr. J. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger- 
ston): I voted against this Amendment | 


in Committee, but I confess I have since 
changed my mind. I am still opposed to 


{6 JUNE 1899} 


In all the arguments of | 
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(looking upon the matter from a purely 
| practical, utilitarian point of view, I 
‘think it should be adopted. There is, 
for instance, the chairman of the Shore- 
ditch Board of Guardians, one of the best 
administrators and exponents of the Poor 
Law that the borough ever had. He is 
non-resident and would be disqualified, as 
the Bill stands, from serving on the 
borough council. My hon. friend who 
|shares with me the representation of 
Shoreditch knows perfectly well that 
many of the leading businesses in that 
borough have been turned into a limited 
companies—not for bogus purposes, but 
for expansion—and their owners would 
now be rendered ineligible. The best men 
from a purely local point of view, who 
spend ninetenths of their time and their 
money freely in the locality, and who know 
better than most men what the needs of 
the public are, would be excluded from 
taking part in local government. I con 
fess frankly that that would be a great 
mistake, and I hope that on this occasion 
the House will reverse its judgment, and 
give the borough councils the permissive 
power to elect men—not political carpet- 
baggers—but men who are part of the 
real life of the district, and are best quali- 
fied to represent the district, although 
for the reasons stated they may be 


| technically not on the rate board in 


dividually. 
Question put. 


The House divided. Ayes, 67; Noes, 


the principle of the Amendment, but, | 139. (Division List No. 173). 
AYES. 
Anstruther, H. T. Fisher, William Hayes Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute 


Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G.W. (Leeds) | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 


Garfit, William 


Bethell, Commander 
Bigwood, James 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G.W. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 


| Knowles, Lees 
| Lafone, Alfre | 


| Lowles, John 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLond 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 

| Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 

| Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 

Beach, Rt. Hn.Sr. M.H.(Bristol | Hill,SirEdwardStock (Bristol) 

| Horniman, Frederick John 

| Howard, Joseph 

| Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 


Lewis, John Herbert 
| Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 


| Macdona, John Cumming 
| Maelver, David (Liverpool) 


Pierpoint, Robert 

Price, Robert John 
Riokett, J. Compton 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebottom, T. H. (Stalybr.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Univ. 
Tomlinson, Wm Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster.SirR. E. (Lsleof Wight 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Young,Commander( Berks, E.) 








Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) | M‘Killop, James 
Cornwallis, Fieunes 8. W. | Manners, Lord Edw. Win. J. 
Courtney,Rt.Hon Leonard H. | Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Doxford, William Theodore | Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Muntz, Philip A. 


Mr, Kimber. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Edward Clarke and Sir 
John Brunner 
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Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M, (Limerick, W.) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen Benj. 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 

Boulnois, Edmund 
Bousfield, William Robert 
Broadhurst, Henry 


Burns, — 

Caldwell, James 

Campbell, J. H. M. (Dublin) 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 


Frederick 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke, Cc. W. R. (Hereford) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Donelan, ¢ ‘aptain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, o Hon. A. Akers- 
Drucker, A f 

Duncombe, ‘Hon. Hubert V. 
Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fenwick, Charles 

Finch, George H. 

Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus lredk. 


Cawley, 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I 
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Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. LordGeorge 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert Wm. 
Sage George 

Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Hermon- Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Hampstead 
Holland, Wm. H.(York,W.R.) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hutchinson,Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, ‘Henry 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leese, Sir Jos. I’. (Accrington) 
Leng, Sir John 
Llewellyn,EvanH. (Somerset) 
Llewely n,Sir Dill wyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Lucas-Shadwell, W illiam 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 

Mac A leese, Daniel 

Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M ‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, Sir S.(Whitechapel) 
More,Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred,(Monm thsh, 
Morrell, George ecient 
Morton, Edw. J. C .(Devonp’t 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Connor.James(Wicklow,W. 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb. ) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


beg to move 
relating 
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Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce- Jones, Lt. Col. Edward 
Parvis, Robert 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson,SirThos,(H: irtlep'] 
tidley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Robertson, Herbert ( Hackney) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


| Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 


J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Richard 


Samuel, 
Seoble, Sir Andrew 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 


| Steadman, William Charles 


Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tully, Jasper 

Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Walrond, Rt. Hon. SirWm.H. 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Wharton, Rt. Hon.John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L 
W hittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Fred. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J os. H.(Middlesbrough 
Woods, Samuel 

Wylie, Alexander 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Goulding and Mr. 
Marks. 


town clerk within the meaning of the Acts 
to the registration of “electors.” — 





an Amendment providing that the duties 
in connection with registration should be 
discharged by the town clerk. In the 
boroughs generally the duties of registra- 
tion are thrown on the town clerks and 
overseers. In London there is no town 
clerk at present, and the duties of regis- 


tration are discharged by persons who | 
ordinarily perform the duties of returning | 


officer and are named by the Sheriff. The 
object of the Amendment is to make it 
clear that in the boroughs the duties 


cil. 
Amendment proposed 
“In page 3, line 24, after the 
clerk,’ to insert the words, ‘and 


words ‘town 
shall be the 


(Mr. Solicitor- General.) 
Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. STUART: I have an Amendment 
on the paper providing that registration 
matters may be dealt with by the town 
clerk or his assistant. I do not w ant my 
Amendment to be ruled out of order by 


| the passage of the Solicitor-General’s, and 
8 | therefore probably I shall be in order if I 
relating to registration shall be discharged | 
by the town clerks on the borough coun- | 


were to move that in the Amendment 
proposed by the Solicitor-General, after 
the words “town clerk” the words “or 
his deputy” should be inserted. — It 
might possibly happen that the town 
clerk may take a strong political line, and 
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consequently not be trusted in respect to | to pay, would be so great that, apart from 
the transaction of registration business, inclination, there would be a tremendous 
and I therefore suggest that the words deterrent. May I point out to the hon. 
“or his deputy” should be added. | Member for Shoreditch that economy and 
I do not wish to go outside the right | efficiency are opposed to such a multipli- 
jcity of officials. If the responsibility 


hon. Gentleman’s arrangement or com- 
promise. It seems to me his object is to | for all those duties is fixed on the town 
get personal responsibility in respect to clerk, I believe the money will be saved 
the making up of the register, and if | to the ratepayers, and if the First Lord of 
this Bill creates the town clerk a respon- | the Treasury could suggest some means 
sible authority, as it does, we should get by which polling officers should have less 
out of a very serious difficulty if we put than the two guineas a day they now 
in the words “or a registration officer receive, I should strongly support him. 
appointed by the borough council for 

that purpose.” Ido not wish to weaken 

the right hon. Gentleman’s compromise. 

Wetelinnnt wmuaeme Se: ee 
the difficulty connected with it by substi- 

tuting for the town clerk the town clerk 


E.): I entirely agree with the observa- 


or his deputy. tions of the hon. Member for Battersea, 

and I sincerely hope that the town clerk, 

Amendment proposed to the proposed ‘ite d oo age 

when appointed, will be like Czsar’s wife 

Amendment— — s 

—above suspicion. I did not put down 

“ After the word ‘and,’ to insert the words 

‘he or the registration officer appointed by 

the borough council as hereinafter provided.’ ” 
--(Mr. James Stuart.) 


any Amendment, such as I did to the 
London County Council Bill, making town 
’ clerks ineligible to sit in this House, 
Question proposed— because it was pointed out to me that it 
‘That those words be there inserted in the | would be unnecessary, because these gen- 


proposed Amendment.” 
tlemen would probably not be amenable 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): It to political influences. I thoroughly sup- 
seems to me that the First Lord of the | port the proposal of the Solicitor-General. 
Treasury, in making the town clerk [| think it is necessary for us to give these 
supremely responsible in these matters, powers exclusively to town clerks, and it 
has done everything we could reasonably | js yery desirable that they should be solely 
hope for. The greater includes the less, responsible and that there should be no 
and the town clerk, having been made devolution to anybody else. 
responsible for the voters’ list and the 
overseers’ work, would necessarily be re- 


sponsible for any deputy appointed to | 
discharge a section of the work. I THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Sir 


have no fear that the town clerk RicHarD WEBSTER, Isle of Wight) I 
will allow political gerrymandering to hope the House will not accept this 
sway him to any material extent; but Amendment. In the first place, I do not 
if inclined to be operated on in that think it necessary, or that it is based on a 
direction, the loss he would incur by being | right principle, because it picks out one 
fcund out, and the penalty he would have | particular part of the duties which would 
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fall on the town clerk and gives him 
special authority to appoint a deputy to 
discharge them. I have been anticipated 
by the hon. Member for Battersea in 
many of my objections to this Amend- 
ment. My own opinion is that some 
words may be necessary to enable the 
borough councils to give the town clerks 
assistance by way of deputy or otherwise, 
but the responsibility for the work should 
in my judgment remain with the town 
clerk. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend. 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Clause 4 :— 

*CapTAIN JESSEL (St. Pancras, 
S.): As the House knows, sanction 
must be given by the London County 
Council, or for certain purposes by the 
Local Government Board, for loans to local 
bodies. The Vestry of St. Pancras, 
which is in the division I represent, com- 
plain very much of the time taken by the 
London County Council in sanctioning 
loans. If the House will permit me, | 
will give one or two examples. In 
December, 1892, a loan of £30,000 for 
an electric installation was asked for. 
Of that sum £15,400 was received 
in March, 1894, and the remainder 
was not paid till January, 1895. A 
period of three years elapsed before we 
got all the loan. On another occasion we 
applied for a loan in November, 1895, but 
only got £6,540 in January, 1897, and 
£2,945 in June of the same year. Delay 
in that case was owing to the London 
County Council going into the whole of 
the past expenditure. On another 
occasion a loan was asked for in July, 
1897, but the greater portion of it was 
not paid till March, 1898. The delay in 
this case, again, was caused by the in- 
quiry made by the London County 
Council into the expenditure and valuing 
up of the mains, which I maintain is not 
necessary in order to get the sanction for 
the loan. The last occasion was in May, 
1898, when a loan of £23,000 was applied 
for. £12,000 was received on 16th March, 
and the balance is waiting at the present 
moment. ‘The result of this is that the 
Vestry of St. Pancras has heen obliged to 
borrow money from the hankers at the 
rate of 4 per cent., whereas the London 
County Council could have got it for 


Lhe Attorney-General, } 
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, them at 23 per cent. I complain that, at 
| present, the London County Council mix 
|up the question of sanctioning the loan 
with the question of lending the money, 
and I maintain that the two are entirely 
different questions. If the Amendment 
is accepted by the House, it will 
result in advantage to the borough 
councils and to the London County 
Council itself, and for this reason: In the 
first place, they could always refuse if 
they think it right, in which case there 
would be a prompt appeal; and, in the 
second place, the London County Council 
would not be granting money for works 
already completed. I beg to move the 
Amendment standing in my name. 


Amendment proposed-— 


“In Clause 4, line 21, to inscrt ‘or do not, 
within six months after application made, give 
their sanction.’ ”—(Captain Jessel.) 

Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.”’ 


sik RICHARD WEBSTER: For the 
reason given by the hon. Gentleman | 
think this a reasonable Amendment, as 
I understand there have heen considerable 


delays. 1 think six months is long 
enough in all probability. If any ques- 
tion of real necessity arises the Local 


Government Board would consider the 


matter. 


Mr. STUART: The Attorney-General 
knows very little about the relations 
of the local authorities, and the 
speech of the hon. Member _ for 
St. Pancras has been so confused that 
he has heen greatly misled. There have 
been upwards of 400 loans made by 
the London County Council to the 
local authorities, and I do not believe, 
except in the three instances to which 
the hon. and gallant Member referred, 
has there been any complaint whatever 
with respect to the sanctioning of the 
loans. J want to point out that there is 
a difference between asking for the sane- 
tion of a loan for a parish and getting the 
money. Now, what the whole of this 
clause refers to is not the providing of 
the money by the London County Council, 
but the sanctioning of the loan. The 
first step which has to be taken is to 
settle whether the local body is justified 
in requiring the loan for the purpose 
stated, and that has to be inquired 
into. When that is done, and the decision 
given favouiably, the local authority can 
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go and ask for the loan. 


get it at 2? per cent. 


was very good reason for it. 


reason for it. 


matter. 


Srr R. B. FINLAY: I can assure the 
hon. Gentleman and the House that there 
is no desire to attach the slightest stigma 
to the County Council in this matter. 
No part of the business of the London | 
County Council is better done than that | 
The hon. Gentleman 


relating to loans. 
has not given any reason why we should 
not accept this Amendment. 
vide that in the case of a refusal there 
shall be an appeal from the London 


County Council to another authority, it-is | 


obviously necessary that there should be 
the same appeal to the Local Government 
Board if assent is not given within six 
months. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause 6 :— 


Mr. PICKERSGILL : 
to omit Sub-section 6. 
gives power to the borough councils to 


promote and oppose Bills in Parliament, | 


and it seems to me to be a matter of such 
extreme importance that I propose to 


appeal from the judgment of the Com- | 


mittee to the judgment of the House. 
This clause touches a side of the Bill 
which, I think, has not perhaps received 
sufficient attention from the House — I 
mean the financial side. There can be no 
doubt that one effect of this Bill will be 
to undoubtedly increase expenditure and 
to raise the rates. 


Mr. CRIPPS: To promote economy. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: The Bill will 
raise the rates directly, because it pro- 
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If they take it 
rom the London County Council they | 
There is no proof 
whatever, so far as sanctioning the loan 
is concerned, that there has been any 
delay at all ; but if there was delay there 
I regard 
the suggestion that the London County 
Council must give their sanction to loans | 
within six months, or that then the matter 
will be taken out of their hands, as an 
insult to the London County Council. 
As I have said, if the London County 
Council delay longer than six months in 
giving their sanction, there is a right good 
Under these circumstances 
I do trust that there will not be an 
endeavour made on the part of any per- 
son in this House to attach any stigma 
to the London County Council in this 


If we pro- | 


I beg to move | 
This sub-section | 


Bill. 


poses to transfer the discharge of central 
functions from the central to the local 
| body. I also think its inevitable effect 
will be to promote expense indirectly. If 
I am right in this, then I say it would be 
most unwise to open such a flood-gate of 
expenditure as this sub-section would do. 
It seems to me that the form of expen- 
diture which is grudged more than any 
other is expenditure upon litigation, 
whether it be in courts of law or in Par- 
liament, because, in these cases, whoever 
wins, the public has to pay the costs on 
both sides. Of course, [ know very well 
that litigation, in the sense in which I use 
the term, is inevitable, but surely it is 
only common sense to restrain it within 
as narrow limits as possible. My case 
against this clause is, that there is no 
necessity for it, and that, as the law 
stands, the borough councils will have 
| quite sufficient powers for the promotion 
of their own interests. It may be said in 
theory that this clause puts all on an 
| equal footing. As a matter of fact it does 
not. It will place the poorer districts of 
the metropolis at a_ serious dis- 
advantage compared with the richer 
districts. You may say that the law 
courts are open to all. But the man with 
the longer purse has the advantage, and 
what applies in the case of individual 
litigants applies equally to public bodies 
who indulge in litigation. I do think, 
| having regard to the importance of this 
question, we are justified in appealing to 
the House to omit the sub-section. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 32, to leave out sub-section 
| (6), of Clause 6.”-—(Mr. Pickersgiil.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Bill.’ 


Sir RK. B. FINLAY: I hope that the 
House will take the same view as that 
| adopted ®y the majority of the Committee 
on this question. It is perfectly right 
and reasonable that the same powers 
should be conferred on these borough 
councils in the metropolis as are enjoyed 
by all the town councils throughout the 
country. Of course, the County Council 
|may deal with Bills relating to the 
metropolis as a whole, but there may be 
many matters affecting the health or 
comfort of the inhabitants of a particular 
district in regard to which it is desirable 
that the borough council should have the 
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power of promoting or opposing Bills, or 


of enforcing their rights by legal pro- 
cedure. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: I regret 
that the First Lord of the Treasury is 
absent, because he might have been in- 
duced by the arguments of my _ hon. 
friend to have met us in regard to this 
matter. This really is the last blot on 
the Bill in connection with the posi- 


tion which the borough councils 
will hold against the County Coun- 
cil. The Solicitor - General has 


argued this question on the analogy 
of the large borough councils in the 
country, but these metropolitan. borough 
councils can never be in the same position 
in regard to their internal relations as the 
large boroughs throughout the country. 
We know that for years past—in fact, 
ever since the London County Council 
has been in existence — the County 
Council has promoted Bills for the benefit 
of all parts of London, and there has been 
no objection found on the part of the 
vestries themselves. 1 think the onus 
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| 


lies on the Government, and those who} 


propose the change, to show that the 
system which has prevailed up to the 
present moment has not been successful. 
I believe that in every case in which the 
vestry—which is practically now the 
borough council—has had a desire to 
have some legal question promoted by 
the London County Council 
question has been promoted and carried 
through by the County Council to the 
satisfaction of the local body. I think, 
therefore, that as regards the actual 
working of the scheme we ought to have 
some argument from the Solicitor-General, 
or from the Attorney-General, to show 
that it has not been successful, has not 
worked properly, and that, therefore, 
there is some reason for the change. I 
think there is considerable force in the 
remark with regard to the cost of these 
powers. Unfortunately the cost of promot- 
ing Bills in Parliament under the present 
system 1s an expensive one. Since it 
came into existence the County Council 
has had to expend a sum of £20,000 or 
£30,000 in this direction. I look, there- 
fore, with some trepidation at the probable 
expense which will be involved when we 
have 20 or 30 borough councils promoting 
their own bills. It is perfectly true, as 
has been said, that the cost will fall 
heavily on the poorer districts, and that 


Sir Rk. B. Finlay. 
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the richer boroughs will be able to pro- 
mote their Bills with greater advantage, 
because they will have plenty of funds to 
draw upon, whereas the poorer districts, 
with equal interests involved, will not be 
able to carry them through. I think also we 
ought to look on the matter from the 
point of view of the House of Commons 
itself, and I must say I view with great 
trepidation the large amount of time that 
will be devoted by this House to the con- 
sideration of these Bills. That is a 
practical difficulty which I really think 
the Government have not given 
sufficient attention to. 


Mr. LOWLES: I hope the Government 
will retain the clause as it is. I am really 
astonished at the jealousy manifested by 
the London County Council throughout 
the whole proceedings in connection with 
this Bill. I can only conceive that the 
object of the hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down is to enable the County Council 
to keep its grip over the local authorities. 
[ venture to say that if the local 
authorities are left to themselves we 
shall not have that reckless expenditure 
in promoting Bills which has been pre- 
dicted by the hon. Gentleman opposite. 
Where purely local interests would require 


| power under the section it would be use- 


that | 


fully and rightfully used. I therefore 
hope the House will resist the proposal, 
which has been made entirely in the 
interests of the London County Council. 


*Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, N.) : 
Whether this Amendment be accepted or 
not, the members of the various borough 
councils can promote Bills in Parliament. 
Their only risk, if the Amendment is 
carried, is that if their Bill is unsuccessful 
they will have to bear the cost them- 
selves. In every case where there is a 
legitimate and proper demand for a Bill 
by a borough council, they can get their 
measure through the General Powers Bill 
of the County Council. It is only when 
there is strong opposition that any 
difficulty is likely to arise. If the mem- 
bers of the borough council introduce a 
measure not acceptable to the general 
feeling of London, they will do so at 
their own risk, and that risk will be 
that a Committee of this House might 
refuse them costs. There could be no 
real hardship, because the arbiters in every 
case would bea Committee of this House. 
All the Amendment proposes is to give 
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that Committee the power of deciding | on their own account in this House. Their 


whether the promotion of a Bill by a 
borough council was wanton and reckless, 
and that if it were the members of the 
council ought to pay the costs themselves. 
The general power the London County 
Council now has to include in_ its 
Bill any proposal put forward by a 
borough gives every opportunity to the 
boroughs to get cheaply what they 
require. 


*Stir F. S. POWELL (Wigan): I have 
some experience in the working of the 
Borough Funds Act, which provides a 
most salutary check, and, although some 
change in the machinery may be de- 
sirable, I am perfectly sure that until 
we have that improvement we ought 
to retain the Act as it stands. The 
functions of the new councils will be 
executive and administrative, not legis- 
lative. The object of the Act is to check 
the tendency to promote legislation and 
to indulge in wasteful expenditure. I 
believe it protects the interests of the 
subject, and I therefore suggest the im- 
portance of retaining it. 


Mr STUART: I do not think that 
my hon. colleague in the representation 
of Shoreditch has any right to say that 
the London County Council regards this 
Bill in the spirit of jealousy. I appeal to 
the First Lord of the Treasury as to 
whether I, for one, as largely representing 
the London County Council in this House, 
have not done my very best to amend 
this Bill in a non-partisan spirit. That is 
shown by Amendments ig hag by my- 
self and by others having been adopted 
by the right hon. Gentleman. When the 
Bill first came before the House I ven- 
tured to say it was a disintegrating Bill. 
It has ceased largely, but not wholly, 
to be a disintegrating Bill. There 
still remain disintegrating clauses in 
the Bill, but this is the most 
disintegrating clause of all. It ap- 
pears to me that if we grant these 


powers we shall be taking a great step 
towards the disintegration of London. 
London is one, and ought to be regarded 
by this House as one. That we have 
maintained throughout the whole of this 
discussion. There is no advantage that I 
can see in any way whatever in allowing 
these different portions of London to act 
VOL. LXXII. [FourtH SEriks.] 











interests are too much combined and 
united to make that desirable or useful. 
The clause is a bad one, and part of the 
old spirit in which the Bill was framed— 
viz., of opposition to the unity of London 
—a spirit, however, which the discussions 
on this Bill have largely caused to 
evaporate. 


Sir E. CLARKE: I really cannot allow 
the statement just made to pass unchal- 
lenged. The hon. Member said that this 
clause remains in the Bill in antagonism 
to the London County Council. He talks 
about the Bill asa disintegrating Bill, and 
he says that he and his friends have been 
insisting on the unity of London. There 
is a certain amount of truth in that. They 
have been seeking to secure for one body 
which they represent authority over all 
parts of London. They have in that con- 
tention, as far as this Bill is concerned, 
absolutely failed, and I do not accept for 
a moment the claim they are making now 
inside and outside the House, that they 
have been supporting the Bill and sympa- 
thising with its objects. They have been 
defeated in this sense, that the House 
recognised, on the second reading, and 
recognises now, that London is not one, 
but a collection of places entitled to have 
separate municipal existence and authority 
apart from the authority and interference 
of the London County Council. The 
object of this Bill has, I think, been to 
put the London County Council in its 
proper place, and when it passes I think 
the hon. Member and his friends will be 
obliged to admit outside, if not here, that 
very much has been done in spite of them 
to give proper municipal life to London 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 
57. (Division List, No. 174.) ' 
s 
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ment I now propose relates to the financial 
basis between the London County Council 
and the new borough councils, and it is 
one which the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury said he would 
consider before the Report stage. I do 
not want to enter into the arguments with 
which I troubled the House upon the last 
occasion, but it does seem to me necessary 
that we should provide for some sort of 
revision. Under these circumstances, I 
will ask the right hon. Gentleman to take 
this into his favourable consideration, 
although I do not wish to press it unduly 
upon him. 


{6 JUNE 1899} 
Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: The Amend- ! 
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Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: Under the 


circumstances I will not press my 
Amendment, 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Other amendments made. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: The object of 
the Amendment I now beg to move has 
been discussed before, and when it was 
mentioned in Committee the Leader of 
the House advanced one objection to it, 
and, so far as my memory serves me, one 
objection only. He said that it would be 
inconvenient in reference to the adminis- 
tration of sanitary law, because in those 
cases it was sometimes necessary, at all 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 12, after the word ‘order,’ to | 


insert the words, ‘ provided that, at any interval | 
of not less than five years, the London County | 
Council and the borough council may revise and | 
alter the amount of the contribution, or, in de- | 
fault of agreement,the Local Government Board 
may, on the application of either party, if it 
think fit, revise and vary the existing arrange- 
ment.’”—(Mr. Sydney Buzton.) 


Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that the words of the hon. Gentleman | 
opposite will hardly do, because they | 
divorce too obviously the responsibility of | 
expenditure from the responsibility of | 
management. If the local authority is | 
ready to take over the duties, it should, | 
no doubt, be ready to take over the ex- 
penditure which is associated with those 
duties, and which is necessary to carry 
those duties into effect. If I could find a 
thoroughly satisfactory form of words 
which would make it possible to have a 
revision in those cases in which public 
necessity requires an immense extension | 


of the duties originally made the subject | 
of agreement, I should be very glad to} 
consider it. I can well imagine cases | 
in which some power of going back 
over the original decision would be 
desirable in the public interest, although 
I confess that the words of this proposal 
are rather vague, and I do not think that 
we could accept the suggestion of the hon. 
Member. There is, of course, still time in 








another place to insert words which would 
meet the case, and I shall be glad to con- 
sider them if the hon. Member can think 
of a satisfactory form of words. 








events, to take action upon an emergency. 
Seeing that there was considerable force 
in that objection, I have met it by the 


| consequential Amendment which stands 


in my name. I propose by a subsequent 
Amendment to exempt from the require- 
ment of approval any Committee appointed 
for the purpose of the Public Health Act. 
I do, therefore, hope this will not be 
opposed by the Government. There are 
two precedents for this—one is that of 
the municipal corporations, and the other 
the district councils. As these precedents 
are on our side, I think I have fairly met 
the objection of the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite, and I trust that he will consent 
to adopt this Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 28, to leave out the word 
‘report,’ in order to insert the word ‘submit.’ ”’ 
—(Mr. Pickersgill.) 


instead thereof :— 


Question proposed— 


“That the word ‘report’ stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sm R. B. FINLAY: I hope the 
House will not accept this Amendment, 
which will require, with the one exception 
mentioned in a subsequent Amendment, 
that the act of every committee shall be 
submitted to the council. Surely the pro- 
vision of the Bill as it stands is much 
more reasonable, for it provides that : 

“Every committee shall report their pro- 
ceedings to the council, but to the extent to 
which the council so direct the act and pro- 
ceedings of the committee shall not require 
the approval of the council.” 

I fail to see what sense there is in con- 
fining that power to one particular class 
of cases. 
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Mr. STUART: The arrangement 
under the Bill proposes to give a certain 
power to these metropolitan municipalities 
which does not exist in any other com- 
mittee, either on county councils or 
municipalities. It is a great pity that 
you should enable a body to shuffle off its 
responsibilities upon committees. I shall 
support this amendment, because I believe 
it will bring the law in London in uni- 
formity with the law which is in force in 
other places. 


Mr. LOWLES: From my own obser- 
vations I can only say that the com- 
mittees already existing do very good 
work in this regard, and take great 
interest in it. The only check upon their 
work is that they are subordinate to the 
local governing body themselves, and to 
take away the check is a very dangerous 
thing. By this Bill the power of re- 
vision by the Council by whom they are 
appointed will be done away with, and I 
think to take away such a wholesome 
check will be very dangerous indeed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Our point is 
that if this Amendment is carried, it will 
throw a great deal of unnecessary labour 
on the council. On the other hand, under 
the clause as it stands the possibility of 
abuse is reduced to a minimum, because 
when a committee is suspected of abusing 
its powers it can be dispossessed of those 
powers at a moment’s notice by the body 
to which it is subordinate. 


Mr. LOWLES: Under this clause ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes. And 
under the circumstances I am sure that 
my hon. friend will feel that no indepen- 
dent body is set up which can set its 
parent body at defiance. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Amendment negatived. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I propose now to move 
the Amendment standing in my name - 
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the beginning of the Paper. The object of 
my Amendment is simply to introduce 
a scheme which would be of great 
convenience in dealing with the diffi- 
cult and complex subject of rating, 
and would not affect the incidence of 
rating either as regards individuals or 
areas. What I seek to do is to make the 
| borough the unit for assessment purposes, 
| ° . 

for making the levy, and for the collection 
of rates, as against the parish which is 
the unit at the present time. What the 
Government have done in Sub-section 10 
| is to make the duties of the overseer vest 
'in the council of the borough, which is 
not only clumsy but is in itself an 
absurdity, because although the borough 
| council is made the overseer of each parish 
in its area, the parish is kept alive as a 
rating unit. My proposal is that, instead 
of having this complex machinery, instead 
of making the borough council the over- 
seer,we should have one overseer for the 
borough unit, and that for rating pur- 
poses it should be constituted a parish. 
It is not only a question of machinery ; 
it goes outside; it is also a matter of 
expense. It goes over the whole borough, 
and you can afford to have the work 
properly done, and then it can be super- 
vised by the council. I hope the House 
will appreciate what I mean. You want 
a borough unit, and you want to know 
whether property is being assessed at a 
proper amount. The best way to arrive 
at that is to take the larger entity, and 
give the overseer a skilled assistant, 
through whom the work can be properly 
done. It is a great advantage to have a 
larger rather than a smaller entity. If 
you deal with the matter on this 
principle you get greater simplification 
and far greater certainty in every assess- 
ment, and that is the matter with which 
we have to deal. As I shall not have 
another opportunity of speaking on this 
subject, allow me to say a word as to the 
objection raised by the Solicitor-General 
on the last occasion. He suggested that 
my scheme might interfere in some way 
with the liabilities of various areas 
throughout the borough. I would point 
out that this does not deal with any ques- 
tion of the kind. All we are doing here is 
to find out the best basis of assessment. 
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513 London Government 
Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 7, line 1, after the word ‘ parish,’ 
to insert the words, ‘it shall be constituted a 
parish for the od ge of assessment, and for 
the making, levy, and collection of rates, 
and.’ ”—(Mr. Cripps.) 


Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


Str RICHARD WEBSTER: I recog- 
nise at once the clearness and ability 
with which my hon. and learned friend 
has stated his case ; and, although I do not 
pretend to have the experience which he 
has had on the Royal Commission, this is a 
subject that 1 have a very great expe- 
rience of. I quite agree if some scheme 
could be arrived at whereby for rating, 
valuation, and all other purposes, the 
borough could be made one parish it 
would be a great help ; but it is not pos- 
sible to do that in the way he proposes. 
The difficulties in the way are almost in- 
superable. We have to deal with the 
question of a borough comprising more 
than one parish, and we shall also have 
to deal with a parish which is in more 
than one union. I hope my hon. friend 
will not misunderstand me. I am point- 
ing out that the simple amendment 
which he proposes to put into this Bill 
will not be sufficient to bring about the 
uniformity which he desires to obtain. I 
am not so clear upon this, but I think 
there would be considerable difficulty in 
the question of the equalisation of rates, 
unless you had certain consequential 
amendments put in, because at present 
the equalisation of rates is arrived at 
by means of population, and not by 
boroughs. We have approached this 
question with the object of seeing 
whether, either by a clause by itself or 
by some amendment in the Bill, some 
such scheme as that which my hon. 
friend suggests could be adopted 
but I am afraid there are great 
difficulties in the way. It is not 
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Sirk EDWARD CLARKE: My hon. 


jand learned friend has made a very 


sympathetic speech in reply to the 
Amendment of the hon. and learned 
Gentleman the Member for Stroud, 
whose object was to make, for the pur- 
pose of assessment, the borough a unit. 
My hon. and learned friend said he 


sympathised with that object, and, no 





doubt, in that respect he is in accord 
with all other Members of this House. 
The subject is a complex one, and I only 
rise because the Attorney-General, at the 
end of his speech, said that there was a 
possibility of constructing a scheme by 
which this object could be carried into 
effect. Weare all of us agreed that the ob- 
ject which the hon. and learned Member 
has is a good object, and one which it is 
desirable to carry out. I would, therefore, 
ask if it is not possible that, between this 
stage and the discussion of the matter in 
another place, certain amendments might 
be made in this clause which would 
effectuate that object. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I entirely ad- 
mit that my hon. and learned friend 
who has just sat down, and the hon. and 
learned Gentleman who moved the Amend- 
ment, have not misconstrued the views of 
the Government when they say that we 





regard the object with most sympathetic 
interest ; but the real difficulty is that we 
cannot make the area of the borough 
|coincide with the area for assessment 
| until we have brought the union area into 
| coincidence with the borough area. There 
|is machinery for doing that under the 
| Local Government Act, and I hope that by 
| that machinery gradually, but not less 
| effectually, the end which my hon. and 


| learned friend, in common with the Govern- 


|ment, has in view will be carried into 
effect. To do it directly and immediately 


;| by a provision in this Bill introduced in 
another place is more than I am in a posi- 
tion to promise, the difficulties involved 





| being so considerable. If it can be done 
| nobody will rejoice more than myself and 
the other members of the Government 
who are responsible for this measure. 


because we do not sympathise with 
his Amendment that we do not adopt it, 
but because the consequential amend- | 
ments would be so serious. I am not | 
sure whether all that the hon. Gentleman 

desires to be done in this Bill could be 

accomplished by his Amendment, even if , 
it were agreed to ; and, at the same time, | 
we are not in a position to accept it with- 

out grave consideration as to its effect on 

existing Acts of Parliament. 


Mr. CRIPPS: Having regard to what 
has been said by the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the Attorney-General, I will 
not press my Amendment. 


_ Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 





\ 
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Amendment proposed— 


‘* In page 7, line 23, after the word ‘ borough” 
to insert the words, ‘and of churchwardens of 
every parish within their borough except in 
so far as these relate to ecclesiastical purposes.’” 
—(Mr. James Stuart.) 


Question, “That those words be there 
inserted,” put, and negatived. 


Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 5, after the word ‘clerk’ to 
insert the words, ‘upon such date or within 
such period as the Local Government Board 
may prescribe, so that all the rates collected 
in a metropolitan borough from any _ person 
may be included in one demand note.’ ”—(Mr. 
Pickersgill.) 

Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments made. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I beg to move an 
amendment in Clause 12 providing that 
in all cases, whether the Poor Law union 
is one borough or not, the assessment 
committee shall be appointed by the 
borough council instead of by the board 
of guardians. This will bring the Bill 


into conformity with the recommendations | 


of the Local Taxation Committee. I am 
anxious to anticipate an objection that may 
be raised based on the Attorney-General’s 
last argument. He suggested that we 
should have overlapping of union areas. 
That is no difficulty whatever. At the 
present moment throughout London we 


have an assessment not only for unions | 


and certain Poor Law areas, but also for 
Imperial purposes ; and it is one of the 
greatest advantages of assessment in the 
metropolis that it it available for Imperial 
as well as for local purposes. Supposing 
we have an assessment good enough for 
Imperial purposes and sound and just in 
itself, what does it matter whether the 
area over which the assessment committee 
have authority provides the basis of the 
assessment or not? At present we have 
not got the areas of local government 
coincident with the areas of the spending 
authorities, and I venture to prophesy 
they will not be for 100 years. If the 
Attorney-General’s argument holds good, 
we may postpone the whole question of 
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rating reform. If the basis of assessment 
is fair and sound, it is wholly immaterial 
whether it is made by the spending 
authority or not. That is done every 
day in London as regards our Imperial 
taxation, and also with regard to certain 
matters of local duties, and there is not 
the slightest reason why we should post- 
pone rating reform until the spending 
areas are coincident with the local govern- 
ment areas. This matter was especially 
recommended by the Royal Commission 
on Local Taxation. It is an admirable 
and necessary reform, and does not re- 
quire any consequential amendment. The 
Attorney General is thoroughly conversant 
with all rating questions, and I hope he 
will be able on behalf of the Government 
to accept this great reform, which will not 
in any way be affected by the bogey, if I 
may say so, of the overlapping union 
areas. I beg to move. 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 8, line 33, to leave out the words 
‘where the whole of a Poor Law union is within 
one borough.’ ”—(Mr. Cripps.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Blil.” 


Str RICHARD WEBSTER: It is 
quite impossible at this particular stage to 
| accept this Amendment, as the Govern- 
ment have gone as far as they ought in 
this direction already. Apart from the 
difficulty of overlapping, which is much 
more serious than my hon. and learned 
friend thinks, his Amendment would dis- 
possess the guardians of their right to 
appoint the assessment committees in all 
cases, even where the areas were not con- 
terminous with the borough or controlled 
by the borough authorities. I do not see 
any uniformity of assessment or other 
advantage that would be obtained in that 
case. We have accepted my hon. and 
learned friend’s principle as far as we 











possibly can by making it apply in 
analogous cases, and we are not prepared 
to accept this Amendment. 


Mr. LOUGH: I have got the same 
Amendment on the paper, and I am very 
sorry that the Attorney-General has 
not seen his way to deal with it 
more sympathetically. I would direct 
the attention of the Government to 





a further proviso I have put down, which, 
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I think, would meet the objection of the | 
Attorney-General. It is as follows: 
“Provided that where the boundaries of 
one or more unions are not conterminous 
with the area of a borough, a scheme 
under this Act shall settle any question 
alising over such overlapping of areas.” 
This really would settle the whole matter. 
Let us have a scheme under the Act 
which would settle any difficulty suggested 
by the Attorney-General. The right hon. 
Gentleman is anxious to preserve the 
authority of the board of guardians in 
this matter, but the primary object of the 
board of guardians is to relieve the poor. 
Why, then, should they have anything to 
say to assessment? It is a duty which 
could far more appropriately be given 
over to the borough councils, and I 
believe that if my proviso were considered 
by the Government it would be seen that 
every difficulty would be met by it. The 
Attorney-General says that he has ac- 
cepted the principle of the hon. and 
learned Member’s amendment in all cases 
where the Poor Law union is conterminous 
with the borough. In Islington we are 
all right, as the Poor Law union and the 
borough cover exactly the same area. 
Therefore I am quite unselfish in this 
matter, and I really put down my proviso 
to meet the objections raised by the 
Attorney-General. It would enable us to 
adopt a uniform system in London, and 
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would be a great improvement on the 
clause as it stands, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the | 
hon. Gentleman must know that no 
scheme under this Bill could possibly 
meet the difficulty, as it could not alter 
either the area of taxation or the power | 
of taxation. The difficulty arises from | 
the fact that the most important rates | 
which the ratepayers have to pay are the | 
rates raised by the Poor Law guardians. 
There is no ground for dispossessing the 
existing assessment committees, and the 
only way to get over the difficulty is to 
make the unions conterminous to the 
boroughs. That is an object to be attained 
gradually. There is power in existence 
to enable it to be gradually obtained, but 
it cannot be obtained in any rough and 
ready manner under this Bill. 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 





Other Amendments made. 


Bil 
Amendment proposed— 
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“Tn page 8, line 38, after the word ‘ unions,’ 
to insert the words ‘ and the town clerk shall 
be the clerk to such assessment committee.’ ”— 
(Colonel Hughes.) 


Question— 


“That those words be there inserted,” 


put, and negatived. 


Other Amendments made. 


Mr. STUART: I appeal to the Attor- 
ney-General and to the Solicitor-General 
to accede to the Amendment I now rise 
to move, because I submit it will accom- 
plish the object which I have in view. 
We have a large number of local Acts in 
operation in London, and these will have 
to be repealed. I think we ought to 
secure that all these Acts should be re- 
pealed by one statute. As the Attorney- 
General well knows, the difficulty of lay- 
ing your hands on these Acts and know- 
ing whether they exist or not is very great. 
I am sure that this proposal I am making 
is a very practical one, but I will not press 
my Amendment if I can get some satis- 
factory assurance that the matter will be 
considered. 


Amendment proposed— 

“Tn page 10, line 14, to leave out paragraph 
(e), of sub-section (1), of Clause 15.”—(Mr. 
James Stuart .) 


Question proposed— 


“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Sir RICHARD WEBSTER: I would 
remind the hon. Member opposite that 
the Bill follows exactly the precedent of 
the last Local Government Act. It is ab- 
solutely necessary in every Bill of this 
kind to consider the number of local 
Acts, to modify them and repea' ‘hem in 
some way, and there are a larg aumber 
of local Acts which will have tr ve dealt 
with. It would be convenient, no doubt, 
that these should be embodied in one 
statute, and I will consider what can be 
done in this direction. But there are 
other considerations which might make 
such a course very inconvenient, for 
some of them have a very wide appli- 
cation. I agree that there should be some 
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convenient method provided of getting at | 
the Act, and I assure the hon. Gentleman | 
that I will not overlook the point. I 
think he will see, however, that we can- 
not possibly omit the sub-section alto- 
gether. 


Mr. STUART: After what the hon. 
and learned Gentleman has said, I ask 
leave to withdraw my Amendment. 





Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments made. 


*Mr. BOUSFIELD (Hackney, N.): I 
am still in the dark as to: what the 
Government propose to do under the Bill 
in regard to the district which I represent. 
I have acknowledged in Committee before 
the courtesy which I have received from 
the First Lord of the Treasury, and the | 

eat consideration he gave to the matter. | 

he conclusion which the right hon. Gen- | 
tleman came to has certainly pleased one | 
part of my division very well, but it has | 
displeased the other part. It so happens | 
that Stoke Newington is the only district | 
which stands outside the Bill, and which | 
has not been scheduled. What I propose | 
to insert is a provision the object of | 
which is to make it quite clear that the | 
question of dividing a parish, for the pur- | 
pose of transferring part of it for local | 
purposes from one area to another, is | 
still within the competence of the Boundary 
Commission, and may be done, notwith- 
standing the fact that the area has been 
scheduled. I have in mind the portion of 
Hackney which is in my division. I 
represent North Hackney, which is made 
up of Stoke Newington and a portion of 
the parish of Hackney. I pointed out 
how one part of my division was to be 
joined with South Hornsey, and the 
Government were good enough to give 
way so far. There then still remains the 
question as to whether the other portion 
of my division should go with it, and all I 
desire is to make it quite clear that this 
matter has been left open. I quite recog- 
nise that I cannot ask this House to come 
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to a final decision upon such a point 
when there is a conflict of opinion ; but I | 
do ask the Government to recognise that | 
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decision on this point, but still leave the 
matter open. I ask that these words 
may be inserted in order that the ques- 
tion may be left open for the Boundary 
Commissioners to decide and to adjust 
the boundary. It is agreed on all hands 
that wherever it is possible it is impor- 


‘tant that the boundary of the new muni- 


cipal boroughs should be conterminous 
with the boundary of the Parliamentary 
borough, and I wish the Commissioners 
to be left free to decide between the dif- 
ferences in local opinion in following out 
that principle. It is eminently desirable 
that you should have the right sort of 
spirit in local boroughs, and that it 
should not be divided for parliamentary 
purposes. I do not ask the Government 
for a decision on this matter at this 
moment ; all I ask is that it may be 
shown on the face of the Bill that this 
is a matter which will have to be 
hereafter determined. I beg to move 
the Amendment standing in my name. 





Amendment proposed 


“In page 10, line 40, after the word 


| ‘borough’ to insert the words ‘notwithstanding 


the inclusion of the parish in the first schedule 
to this Act.’”—(Mr. Bousfield.) 


Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can 
heartily sympathise with my hon. friend 
in respect to the hot water in which he 
finds himself, because I myself, though I 
do not represent London, have got into 
hot water also over the question of areas 
and boundaries which cannot be settled. 
My hon. friend suggests an Amendment 
which has no other object than to enable 
the parish of Hackney to be cut in two. 
We have already decided that it shall not 
be cut in two, and therefore I think it is 
superfluous t6 introduce in the clause an 
Amendment intended to facilitate an 
arrangement which we do not intend to 
promote. I hope the Amendment. will 
not be passed. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Mr. BOUSFIELD: As to the Amend- 
ment I now rise to move, this is 
a matter in which I hope to meet 
a better fate than I experienced in the 


they should not come to an adverse | last Amendment I proposed. There was, 


Sir Richard Webster. 
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no doubt, a strong opinion in South Horn- 
sey before the matter came before this 
House that the insular part of South 
Hornsey must come into Stoke Newing- 
ton, but there is a difficulty in arriving 
at a correct estimate of the population. 
Since then South Hornsey has considered 
its position, and, finding it must partly 
come in, desires to come in asa whole. 
What the Government should do now, 
having got the voice of the inhabitants 
of South Hornsey upon the matter, is 
simply to insert in the schedule 
“South Hornsey and Stoke Newington.” 
I do not know whether the First Lord of 
the Treasury has considered that, or it 
might be dealt with in the alternative, 
and South Hornsey added to the rest of 
the County of London. 


Amendment proposed, to leave out the 
words relating to population, in order to 
insert “is part.”—(Mr. Bousfield.) 


Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: After the state- 
ment made by my hon. friend, I see no 
reason why the Amendment should not 
be accepted. 


Amendment agreed to. 


*CaptaIn CHALONER (Wilts, West- 
bury): The Amendment which stands in 
my name has been framed with a view to 
prevent a danger which, in the opinion of 
the Executive Council of the Union of 
Poor Law Associations of England and 
Wales exists in regard to this Bill—a 
danger which would affect not only 
London but the whole of the United 
Kingdom. Under a case tried last year, 
under the Local Government Act, 1888, 
between the parish of St. Saviour’s 
and the Dorking Union, it was decided 
that where a parish was subdivided into 
two or more parishes the Poor Law settle- 
ments were extinguished in the divided 
parishes. We are advised that the same 
thing would happen under the present 
Bill. We therefore appeal to Her 
Majesty’s Government to accept this 
Amendment, to avert what we think a 
real danger. If this is impossible, I hope, 
at any rate, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man will give me an assurance, either 
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(that he is satisfied that our fears are 
|ungrounded or that something will be 
effected to prevent harm being done. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 11, line 33, at the end of line 17, to 
jnsert the words— 


‘If, under or by virtue of the provisions of 
this Act, or of any Order in Council -made in 
pursuance thereof, ~ poy: or place main- 
taining its own poor shall be divided into two 
or more parishes or portions of parishes, such 
division shall not destroy the settlements 
which poor persons may have therein at the 
date of such division, but every person who has 
at the date of such division a settlement in 
any parish or place divided as aforesaid shall 
be deemed to be settled in the new parish 
which shall contain the house or other place 
or places in which the settlement, acquired or 
derived by such person, shall have been gained. 
Provided always that no such settlement as 
aforesaid shall be retained if it was gained 
under or by virtue of a residence partly in one 
of the new parishes and partly in another. 

‘If, under or by virtue of the provisions of 
this Act, or of any Order in Council made in 
pursuance thereof, mee parish or place main- 
taining its own poor shall be divided into two 
or more parishes or portions of parishes, such 
division shall not destroy a status of irremov- 
ability acquired by virtue of a residence in the 
union of which the divided parish shall have 
formed part or consisted, but such status of 
irremovability shall be deemed to have been 
acquired in the parish which shall contain the 
house or other place in which the person having 
such status of irremovability shall be resident 
at the time when such division shall take place, 
or if he shall then be in receipt of relief in the 
parish which shall contain the house or other 

lace in which he was resident at the time of 
ecoming chargeable.’ ”—(Captain Chaloner.) 


Question proposed— 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think my 
hon. and gallant friend was_perfectl 
justified in bringing this matter sem 
It does appear that there are cases where 
parishes were divided —not under the 
Act of 1888—and where the evil which 
my friend fears had actually occurred 
and the Poor Law settlement has been 
destroyed. If that were a possible result 
of this Bill, I agree it must be carefully 
guarded against. But I do not think 
my hon. and gallant friend need ‘be 
alarmed. . As a matter of fact there 
is power given in this Bill to provide, 
| by scheme, against that danger, and 
it has been the practice of the Local 





Government Board, acting under the Act 
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of 1888, whenever a parish is divided, to | 
take care that the settlement is not there- | 
by destroyed. I can assure my hon. 
friend that every care and precaution 
shall be taken, by scheme, to prevent 
the result which he very justly says 
would be most disastrous if it occurred. 
It is neither necessary nor desirable to 
introduce into this Bill this very elaborate 
Amendment, and perhaps my hon. friend 
will be content to take from me the 
assurance that the question will be con- 
sidered, and that, in so far as parishes are 
divided under this Bill, schemes shall 
be provided so that settlements shall 
not thereby be destroyed. 


*CapTAIN CHALONER: After that 
assurance, I beg leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CLOUGH (Portsmouth): The 
object of the next Amendment standing 
in my name is to bring the Inner and the 
Middle Temple into line with the rest of 
the City under the new arrangements. 
These have been generally considered 
extra-parochial ; they are not a parish by 
themselves, but have been generally con- 
sidered as within the City. The Assess- 
ment of the Inner Temple and _ the 
Middle Temple is, in point of fact, made 
under the provisions of Clause 59 of 
the Metropolis Act of 1855, by the Assess- 
ment Committee of the Corporation of 
London, and they could, if they wished, | 
be represented on the committee. Their 
present assessment value, though not 
rateable value, is : Inner Temple, £23,483, 
and Middle Temple, £14,500. There are 
other four Inns of Court—Lincoln’s Inn, 
Gray’s Inn, Staple’s Inn, and Furnival’s 
Inn, which were under the Metropolis 
Act of 1855 put on Schedule C by them- 
selves. Whenever any question of rating 
arises there is always a difficulty in regard 
to making them pay their ratio, and 
hitherto the City has never been able to 
get them to pay the Consolidated and 

ewers Rates, though they do, in fact, 
pay the Police Rates—— 





Mr. BOUSFIELD : I rise to a point 
of order. Is this Amendment within the 
scope of the Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: I think the Amend- 
ment would make places rateable which 
are not now rateable. 


Mr, CLOUGH: That is my intention. 


Mr. SPEAKER: That cannot be done 
under this Bill. 


Amendment ruled out of order. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 12, line 30, after the word ‘ church- 
warden,’ to insert the words ‘ or sidesman.’ ”— 
(Mr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed-— 


“That the words ‘or sidesman’ be there 
inserted.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): 
It is consolatory to me to reflect that the 
Amendment I now rise to move is not one 
which is likely to raise much discussion, 
for no one could conceive a more inoppor- 
tune moment to raise a contested point. 
I hope, late though the hour be, that 
there may be some exercise of forbearance 
while I try to compress my remarks into 
as brief a compass as possible. The Bill 
removes from the ecclesiastical vestries 
all civil powers and authorities. There 
remains to them, therefore, nothing but 
the authority relating to Church affairs, 


| which is safeguarded under Clause 21. 
There is, therefore, what may be called a 


disestablishment of the Church in regard 
to local matters. It follows that when 
Church affairs have to be dealt with it is 
only right and reasonable that the body 
to deal with Church affairs under the Act 
should be, not the body of public citizens 
at large, but the body of Church members. 
The next question is, Who are the Church 
members? More than one answer has 
been given to that question, but my 
answer is that those only ought to exercise 
authority in Church matters, among the 
laity, who are by the law of the Church 
communicant members. I think there 
is no dispute about the meaning of the 
rubric referred to in the Amendment ; all 
parties in the Church are agreed on that. 
In point of law there can be no doubt 
that it would be decidedly improper to 
allow that those who disobey the law of 
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the Church should exercise government | 
within the Church. It would seem to me 
a very fatal thing to do. Then comes 
the further matter, Is it an expedient 
course? It is very often reasonably 
complained that the laity of the Church 
of England have not that share of in- 
fluence that ought properly to belong to 
them. I think that if the true cause of 
that want of influence were carefully 
sought, it would be found in the fact that 
the laity are an indeterminate body. It 
is very difficult to know what the Church 
of England really thinks, but supposing 
this Amendment is carried that difficulty 
will be in a large measure removed ; we 
shall have a number of bodies all entitled 
to speak in the name of the laity of the 
Church. I do not think that there is 
anything which would: weigh with the 
House on the other side except the argu- 
ment that this is a revival of the old 
principle of the Test Act. But I do not 
think it is at all reasonable to say that 
this proposal contains the same principle 
as the Test Act. What person who is 
not a communicant is at all likely to 
meddle with the ecclesiastical vestries ? 
I do not conceal from the House that the 
motive I have in moving the Amendment 
is to face that most difficult question, 
what is a lay member of the Church of 
England. 


Amendment proposed— 





“Tn page 12, lines 32 and 33, to leave out the 
words ‘the inhabitants of the parish,’ in order 
to insert the words, ‘Such inhabitants of the 
parish as shall have obeyed that rubric of the 
Book of Common Prayer which is printed at 
the end of the Order of the Administration of 
the Holy Communion, and which requires that 
every parishioner shall communicate at the 
least three times in the year, of which Easter | 
is to be one.” ”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 
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“That the words ‘ the inhabitants of’ stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will not enter 
into the argument with my noble friend 
as to whether the Amendment is open to 
the objection often brought against the 
Test Act, but I will ask him whether he 
cannot imagine cases in which the admin- 
istration of some office carrying with it 
local authority, dignity, and some small 
measure of local power would give rise to 
contention wholly unworthy of religion. 
My noble friend does not conceal from 
the House that his chief motive for bring- 
ing forward the Amendment is, I will not 
say to raise a discussion, but to turn men’s 
attention to the problem of what consti- 
tutes a lay member of the Church of 
England, with a view, not to the local 
government of London, but to some 
future measure under which increased 
authority may be given to the laity of 
the Church. I am one of those who de- 
sire that the laity should have greater 
influence in matters ecclesiastical, and no 
doubt whenever, if ever, the ideal which 
I entertain on the subject takes practical 
shape, no question of greater importance 
can come up for discussion. But, Sir, I 
would make two observations upon the 
suggestion of my noble friend. One is 
that the definition of a layman in the 
Church of England is far more rigid 
than the definition which has been 
found satisfactory in the case of the 
Church of Scotland, even in a matter 
so important as that of the choice of 
a minister. The second observation 
that I would make to my noble friend is 
that from his own point of view this surely 
isa most inopportune and inexpedient 
moment to choose for discussing a question 
which we should approach in a mood 
different perhaps from that in which we 
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have discussed the secular problems which | 
have occupied us to-night. 
unwise to ask the House to divert its 
mind from questions of assessment, ques- 
tions of rating, questions of area, and all 
the other important problems connected 
with the London Government Bill, and | 
suddenly to come to a determination upon 
a question avowedly brought before us, 
not for the purpose of dealing with any 
problem of London government, but ap- | 
parently with the object of preparing the | 
way for some ecclesiastical reform. No- | 
thing can exceed the importance of the’ 
question raised by the Amendment ; but | 
why should we be required to come, under | 
most unfavourable circumstances, to a de- 
cision—which must affect and prejudice 
any further discussion which the House 
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It is surely ‘ 





may have on some future occasion—in 
dealing with a Bill which only by accident 
in one corner, in one stray fragment, 
touches in some remote degree the ancient 
ecclesiastical constitution of the country ? 


It being Midnight, the Dehate stood 


adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed on Thursday. 


QUESTION. 
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attention of the House and of the Irish 
Minister to the deliberate organisation of 
riot and disorder in the City of Belfast 
which had been going on for several 
weeks. I then pointed out to the Chief 
Secretary that if he pursued the course 
which he pursued under similar cir. 
cumstances last year with regard to 
the threats, a similar condition of dis- 
order and scandalous riot would pro 
bably take place. The Chief Secretary, 
in reply, took upon himself the whole 
of the responsibility of preserving the 
peace of the City of Belfast on Sunday 
He said that the 
Government of Ireland were fully aware 


and Monday last. 


of the gravity of the situation, and were 
determined that peace should be pre- 
served. I desire to draw the attention of 
the House to the fact that in the present 
instance there was no question of being 
taken by surprise, because for weeks the 
Government had been warned that riot 
and disorder would occur. In spite, how_ 
ever, of the statement of the Chief Secre- 
tary and of the warning which was given 
to the Government, there was last night 
in Belfast scandalous and violent rioting. 


I desire to emphasise one point in par- 


ticular. I took the liberty of pointing 
out last week to the Chief Secretary 
that it was idle to expect, accord- 
ing to my experience, to preserve 


the peace of the City effectively, with an 
insufficient police force, by the action of 





RIOTING IN BELFAST. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Before the 
House adjourns, I desire to ask the 
Chief Secretary for Ireland for some 
information as to what occurred in the 
City of Belfast last night. It will be 
within the recollection of hon. Members 


the military alone. In dealing with a 
| riotous mob the military are very in- 
‘effective. They cannot arrest anyone, 
and all they can do is to charge with 
‘fixed bayonets or fire, and that is nota 
| Proper way, except in the very last 
| extremity, to protect the police. Now 
what occurred? Yesterday a large 
National procession took place in Belfast. 


| Shortly before half-past six a disturbance, 





that last week I felt it my duty to call the | unfortunately similar to that of last year, 


Mr A. J. Balfour 
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broke out on the Old Lodge Road. The! vigorously, and many of the windows in 
affair originated at Alton Street, where | Brown’s Square Barracks were broken. 
there is a Nationalist arch, and ended in | Several more persons were injured, and the 
an attack on the police. Stones of all | Zelegraph reporter received a severs blow 
sizes were hurled at the police, and Dis- | on the knee from a falling stone. About 
trict-inspector Hurst, seeing that affairs | eight o’clock the cavalry at Townsend 
were getting serious, blew his. whistle, ' Street were withdrawn to scatter a mob 
unsheathed his sword, and ordered a | on the Old Lodge Road, and, reinforce- 
charge. The police charged the mob, | ments being at hand, the crowd on the 
which was 250 strong, and it fled up the | Shankhill had a clear passage to the 
Lodge Road. The police were out-/ police barracks; and they attacked it 
distanced, and stopped about one hundred | vigorously. Hundreds of stones were 
yards up the road. Stones then began to! hurled at the windows, but the few 
fly again, and the crash of broken win- | police who were about remained in shelter, 
dows was to be heard. The mob remained | and no person was injured. Head-con- 
above the Baths, shying stones for a |stable Buick had assistance telephoned 
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while, but no person was injured. A 
detachment of the Dragoon Guards arrived 
immediately afterwards, and galloped up 
the road, the crowd dispersing into the 
side streets. The military turned four 
hundred yards up the street and walked 
down, but the crowd, during the absence 
of the military up the road, stoned eight 
policemen who were stationed at the corner 
of Upper Townsend Street. Two orna- 
mental plate-glass windows in the public- 
house of Edward O’Neill were shattered, 
and another public-house 
damaged. The Dragoons continued to 
parade the street, and about 
o'clock the police made a charge under 
military protection, and arrested three 
men at the corner of Broadbent Street. 
They were quickly surrounded by 
an escort of the cavalry, 
Sergeant M‘Donald, and removed to 
Brown Square Barracks. The charges 
riotous 


was also 


seven 


under 


preferred against them were 
behaviour, and the prisoners gave the 
names of William Henry Telford, Boyd 
Street ; William Marshall, Tyne Street, 
Ballymacarrett ; and Alexander Harri- 
son, Dickson Street, Grosvenor Road. 
Meanwhile the stoning at Woodford 
Street and other points was kept up 





for from the barracks, and District-in- 
spector Hurst, coming up with twenty 
men, called out the reserves in the bar- 
racks. The whole force, along with the 
reinforcement of cavalry, then charged 
up the Shankhill, the mob scattering in 
all directions. The mob retreated to 
Dover Street, and the original military 
cordon returning from the Old Lodge 
Road, the cavalry force was augmented 
to the number of fifty troopers. The 
sight of this imposing force of the cavalry 
awed the crowd, who remained quiet 
for some time, no police being in sight. 
On the Old Lodge Road several wild 
scenes took place, and the police had to 
charge frequently. At eight o’clock a 
force of Rifles arrived at the barracks and 
took up a position in Brown’s Square, to 
which several men who had been arrested 
on the Lodge Road were now conveyed 
under a strong police escort. At ten 
minutes past eight the City Commissioner, 
who was accompanied by Mr. Seddall, 
drove up from North Street and had a 
consultation with the authorities on the 
spot. The laxity of the police had been 
condemned so far, and stern measures, it 
is stated, will be taken, if the rioting con- 


tinues. The Rifles were wheeled into the 
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Shankhill with fixed bayonets, awaiting | Dragoons, which rang out the charge, and 


orders. The rioting in Upper Townsend 
Street and Sherbrook Street now became 
fierce, and a terrible attack was made on 
the police who had been up the Old Lodge 
Road. A number of constables had to run 
for all they were worth down Sherbrook 
Street. Several constables were injured, 
but repeated charges by the horsemen 
scattered the rioters, though only for a few 
minutes. Quiet was no sooner compara- 
tively restored on the Shankhill than 
terrible rioting broke out on the Lodge 
Road. A crowd in Stanhope Street stoned 
the Nationalist party vigorously, and about 
20 police got sandwiched between them 
and received severe treatment. Pavers 
were torn up by the women, who along 
with the men on both sides hurled them 
to such an extent that for ten minutes the 
air was black with missiles. The police, 
shut in between both parties, were badly 
injured, and they were powerless to either 
charge or escape. They tried tomake their 
way into Arnon Street by a side thorough- 
fare, but were repulsed by the crowds who 
ran after them. Scarcely a window in 
Stanhope Street escaped, and many heads 
were cracked by the showers of stones. 
Matters were so serious that a company 
of the Rifles were sent for and advancing 
up Lime Street wheeled into the Lodge 
Road and charged the Protestant mob with 
fixed bayonets several hundred yards. 
On the way back to their starting place 
the crowd stoned the police with renewed 
vigour. Sergeant M‘Manus, of Glenrave 
Street,was cut off, and several women went 
up to within a few yards of themand hurled 
pavers at them. The Rifles then charged 
the Catholic crowd in Stanhope-street, 
and there rowdies pelted the military 
vigorously, but the Protestant mob left 
them alone. The police had disappeared 
for the time being, but the next thing 
heard was the bugle of a detachment of 


Mr. Dillon. 





instantly the red-coats came in sight, and 
galloped down the Old Lodge Road, the 
crowd retired into the side streets, 
Additional Rifles were now despatched 
to the scene, and charge after charge 
was made in the side streets. The 
Riot Act by this time had been read, 
and matters were assuming a very serious 
aspect. The police were chased from 
Stanhope Street, and when again rein- 
forced by the infantry made a charge, 
and one airest was made, the prisoner 
being removed to Brown’s Square by 
ten constables, under Mr. M‘Ardle, D. I. 
At nine o’clock a detachment of Rifles 
marched into Brown’s Square, and orders 
having been given, they loaded their 
rifles, and faced up the Shankhill, pre- 
pared for any eventualities. Immediately 
afterwards Constable Norton, one of the 
wounded policemen in Stanhope Street, 
was assisted into the barracks with a 
badly injured leg and arm. He almost 
fainted on the way to the barracks, and 
once he got inside his injuries were 
attended to. It subsequently transpired 
that the reading of the Riot Act took 
place near Agnes Street, where a crowd 
of some 14,000 people had assembled, 
and so threatening was their attitude 
that Major Gregg read the Act. O’Neill’s 
premises, already referred to, were badly 
wrecked by another mob earlier in the 
evening, and before the Rifles charged 
with their bayonets. At 9.30 matters 
looked a little easier ; but the streets were 
still guarded by soldiers. The prisoners 
so far are still detained in Brown’s 
Square Barracks, and will not be taken to 
the Central Station till the trouble subsides. 
At 9.30 the Shankhill Road presented 
a scene such as even at its worst experi- 
ences has seldom, if ever, been eclipsed. 
Cordons of police and infantry, with fixed 
bayonets, and dragoons cut off access at 





533 


every 
of ca’ 
down 
crow¢ 
riot i 
unex] 
other 
hurle 
to pu 
and a 
of sm 
Some 

posely 
makin 
taneo 
dence. 
dition 
ina c 
ing ? 

severa 
about 

officer 
Now, . 
in the 
stant 1 
and of 
the p 
were | 
weeks 
of get 
and sc 
are not 
of the 

Old Le 
verital 
compla 
and ag 
the fig! 
aid. 1 
thing, 

encour, 
often d 
be mis' 
on a pf 
House 


Cathol: 


to prot 











533 Rioting in 
every available point, while detachments 
of cavalry were constantly moving up and 
down the thoroughfare, keeping the 
crowds in motion. There seemed to be 
riot in the very air, and from the most 
unexpected quarters showers of stones and 
other missiles were being every moment 
hurled wherever a police constable chanced 
to put in an appearance. To crown all, 
and add to the confusion, dense volumes 


of smoke intensified the growing darkness. | 


Some dozens of chimneys had been pur- 
posely set on fire, showers of burnt paper 
making it only too clear that the simul- 
taneous outbreaks were no mere coinci_ 
dence. Now, I ask again, is that a con- 
dition of things that ought to be tolerated 
in a civilised country and after full warn- 
ing? This kind of thing went on for 
several hours, and I have heard a rumour 
about an hour or two ago that a military 
officer who was struck has since died. 
Now, I say that in view of what occurred 
in the House last week, and of the con- 
stant repetition of these scandalous scenes, 
and of the well-known fact, particularly in 
the present instance, that these riots 
were organised and meetings held for 
weeks previously for the avowed intention 
of getting up these riots, it is a disgrace 
and scandal that the Irish Government 
are not better able to preserve the peace 
of the city. The Shankhill Road and the 
Old Lodge Road have been turned into a 
veritable pandemonium. What I specially 
complain of is that the police were again 
and again hunted down and driven into 
the fight before the military came to their 
aid. This is a monstrous and outrageous 
thing, and is calculated to inflame and 
encourage the riotous spirit which has so 
often disgraced Belfast. I do not wish to 
be misunderstood. I have not, on this or 
on a previous occasion, come before the 
House appealing for protection for. the 
Catholics of Belfast. They are well able 
to protect themselves, but every citizen of 
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| Belfast, Catholic or Protestant, Methodist 
_or Presbyterian, is entitled to the protec- 
tion of the law. I ask the Chief Secretary 
if he has any further information, and in 
particular whether it is true that the 
military officer who was struck has since 


| died. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. BALFour, Leeds, 
Central): I have no information to the 
effect that the military officer in question 
With regard to the 

the hon. 


appears to be under the extraordinary 


has since died. 

general question, Member 
delusion that the police are to be 
expected not merely to suppress riots, 
You 
might just as well expect the police not 


but also attempts at riots. 


merely to check crime, but even to pre- 
Such a 
claim is perfectly absurd, and the hon. 


vent crime from the outset. 


Member must know it to be so. 


Mr. DILLON: Not at all. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: All the pre- 
cautions which could be taken were 
taken, and it is impossible in a city like 
Belfast absolutely to prevent any attempt 
at rioting. When rioting breaks out, all 
that the authorities and the police can do 


is to take adequate measures to suppress 





it, and in this case such measures were 
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prevailing in such a place as Belfast, I 
have heard that all the authorities, 
the military as well as the police, did 
their duty in an admirable way, and pre- 
vented what might have been a very 
serious riot, resulting in serious loss of 
life. The responsibility for these distur- 
bances rests with those who got up the 
processions last year, and this year, know- 
ing perfectly well what the result would 
be on the peace of this city. As to the 
occurrences of last evening, I say that as 
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place. A telegram sent by the Commis- 


sioner at 8.30 says : 


“City remains in its normal state; I will 
wire at 10 p.m.” 


At 10 o'clock a telegram was received 
stating :— 


** City continues quiet, and, as far as I can 
judge, no danger of rioting to-night.” 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
after Twelve o'clock. 


the th 
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Wednesday, Tth June 1899. 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 
, GODALMING CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. 
be considered 


to upon 


As amended, 
Tuesday next. 
LONDON COUNTY COUNCLL (GENERAL 
) POWERS) BILL. 
he considered 


to upon 


As amended, 
; Tuesday next. 
LONDON IMPROVEMENTS BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read the 
third time. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 

As ainended, considered; to be read the 

third time. 

BRIGHTON MARINE PALACE AND PLER 
BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


FURNESS RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PAISLEY AND BARRHEAD DISTRICT 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 
STANDING ORDERS. 


_ Ordered, That so much of the Standing 
Order No, 91 as fixes five as the quorum 
ot the Select Committee on Standing 


Orders be read, and suspended. 


Ordered, That, for the remainder of 
the Session, three be the quorum of the 
Committee.—-(.Vr. John Ellis.) 


PETITIONS. 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT, 1872. 
_ Petition from Mytholmroyd, for altera- 
hon of law ; to lie upon the Table. 
VOL. LXXIL. [FourTH SERIES. ] ‘ 
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EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour ;—From Burton-on- 
Trent ;—and, Wolverhampton; to lie 
upon the Table. 

GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 

Petitions in favour ;—From Burton-on- 
Trent ; and, Wolverhampton ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 

ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition from Row, in favour; to lie 

upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petitions in favour;—From Dysart Col- 
liery ;—and, Dannikier ; to lie upon the 
Table. 
PARISH CHURCHES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the General Assembly of 
the Church of Scotland, in favour ; to le 
upon the Table. 
LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour ;—From Angus ;— 
and, Stirling ; to lie upon the Table. 


POOR 


LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Airdrie, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


PRIVATE 


RATING OF MACHINERY BILL. 

Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against; to lie upon the 
Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 

SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour ;—From Sheffield ; 

London ; -— Bolton ; — Barnsley ; 
Pendleton ;—-and, Ashton - under - Lyne ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TELEGRAPHS (TELEPHONIC COM- 
MUNICATION, &c.) BILL. 
Petition from Bristol, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
TELEGRAPHS (TELEPHONIC COM- 
MUNICATION, &c.) BILL. 
Petition from Todmorden, for altera- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Airdrie, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
i 
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EAST INDIA (PROGRESS AND CON- 
DITION). 

Paper [presented 6th June] to be 
printed. [No. 211.] 

NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 

Copy presented, — of Forty-second 
Annual Report of the Trustees of the 
National Portrait Gallery (1899) [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented,—of Treasury Minute, 
dated 30th May, 1899, declaring that 
James Muspratt, Auxiliary Postman, 
London, Post Office Department, was 
appointed without a Civil Service Certi- 
ficate through inadvertence on the part 
of the Head of his Department [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

PUBLIC WORSHIP REGULATION AND 
CHURCH DISCIPLINE. 

Return presented, — relative thereto 
[ordered 23rd February ; Mr. Sydney 
Gedge]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 212.] 


SERVICE FRANCHISE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 
Mr. McKENNA (Monmouth, 


The object of the Amendment standing in 
my name is to extend the scope of the 


Bill. At present no person is eligible | 
for the service franchise if the person | 
under whom he serves inhabits the | 


qualifying premises, and in consequence | 


assistants who reside in their 


shop 
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‘master’s house are disqualified if the 
master also lives in the same house, but 
not if he lives away. Another anomaly 
of the present law is that by converting 
his business into a limited company the 
master enables his assistants to qualify, in 
spite of the fact that he inhabits the same 
premises. The proposed Amendment 
would cure this defect. It would also get 
rid of the uncertainty which now exists 
| as to whether the sergeant or other officer 
of the police who lives in the police 
barracks is a person under whom the 
police serve in such a sense as to dis- 
qualify. This is a point which has not 
yet been decided by the courts, and it is 
quite conceivable that it might be decided 
in such a way as to practically lead to the 
disqualification of all the police. I beg 
to move the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 6, to leave out from the 
word ‘employment, to the word ‘he,’ in 
line 8.”— (Mr. McKenna.) 


Question proposed — 
“That the words proposed to be left out 
stand part of the clause.” 


Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 

well, East Dulwich) : The hon. Gentleman 
does not seem to recognise that this Bill 
| is to clear away certain difficulties which 
| have arisen owing to the decision of the 
| judges in regard to the service fran- 
|chise. The hon. Member is_ perfectly 
| right when he says that if a master lives 
}in a particular house the men-servants 
are not entitled to vote. It is impos- 
sible to leave out the words mentioned in 
| this Amendment unless you further ex- 
itend the franchise, and therefore I am 
unable to accept it. 





Question put. 
The Committee divided :— Ayes, 40; 


; noes, 58. (Division List, No. 175.) 


AYES. 


Anstruther, H. T. 

Arrol, Sir William 

Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Sond, Edward 

Bullard, Sir Harry | 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbys.) | 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Finlay, Sir Rolcrt Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrese- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Fclkestone, Viscount 


| Lawrence, W. 
| Lawson, John 


Gedge, Sydney 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Helder, Augustus 

Kenyon, James 


Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Killop, James 
Middlemore, J. 


Mount, William George 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Purvis, Robert 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Usborne, Thomas 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whiteley, Georve (Stockport) 
| Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Blundell Maple and Mr. 
Harry Samuel. 


F. (Liverpool) 
Grant (Yorks.) 


Throgmorton | 
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Allan 
Allen 
Beau! 
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Broac 
Brun 
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NOES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allen, W.(Newe.-under-Lyme) | 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlin son | 
Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Charles (Glasg. ) 
Colville, John 

Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Due ‘kworth, James 

Ellis, John Edward 


Harwood, George 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Hedderwick, Thomas €. H. 


Jacoby, ‘James Alfred 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb’l'd) | 
— Sir John 
ayell. Sir Leonard 
N acAleese, Daniel 
M‘Cartan, Michael 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred 
Montagu, Sir 8.(Whitec shapel) | 
Morgan, J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 


Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) | 


Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
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Richardson, J. (Durham, 'S. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John H. (Denbighs. ) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


| Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas, (Hawick B.) 
| Smith, 5 Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 

| Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Williams, JohnCarvell (Notts. 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W. R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 





Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. 


Norton, Capt. 
Nussey, 


Brampton 


Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
After the announcement of the figures, 
Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- | 


mont) presented himself at the Table, | 
and, addressing the Chairman, 


was in the Aye Lobby, and the tellers 


left the door before I was counted. 


*THe CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber ought to have stated that before the 
numbers were announced. 


Mr. McKENNA: There will be a 
further opportunity of moving Amend- 
ments, and, as undoubtedly hon. Mem- 
bers opposite are not here in 
natural strength, I do not propose to 
move any further Amendments of mine. 


*Sim CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I propose to follow the 
same course. The Amendments which 
have been carried extend the Bill, and 
an alteration of its whole framework will 
be necessary. 


Clauses 


Bill reported ; as amended, to be con- 
sidered upon Wednesday next. 


2 and 3 agreed to. 
o 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 

Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

*THe CHAIRMAN: The 


three new 


clauses standing in the name of the hon. ; 


Morris, Samuel 
Thomas Willans 


O’Brien, James F. X. 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 


their | 


Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. M‘Kenna and Mr. 
Lloyd-George. 


Cecil William | 
(Cork) | 


| Member for Stockport are out of order. 
They are drawn in such a way that they 

could not be accepted as Amendments to 
this Bill. They are in effect Amendments 
| of the Factory Acts. 


said: [|] 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Stock- 
|port): I respectfully submit that th 


second of my proposed clauses does not in 
any way deal with the Factory Acts, 
although I admit frankly that the third 
(one does. The second clause merely 
'exempts from this Act a certain trade, 
| but if the Chairman rules that I am out 
of order I shall be out of court. 


Me. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): On a point of order, I wish to 
know whether it would be possible for me 
to extend the exception to persons en- 
gaged in agriculture. 


*THr CHAIRMAN : The exception of 
persons employed in agriculture _ has 
already been inserted in the Bill. I have 
given the best consideration I can to the 
matter, and ‘I think the hon. Member’s 
clause as drawn is on the wrong side of 
the line, and therefore I cannot accept it. 


GEORGE WHITELEY: I am 
sorry I have gone over the line ; but I 
think, after your ruling, Sir, I will with- 
draw both clauses, and submit them in a 
different form on the Report stage. 


T 2 


Mr. 
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INTONICATING LIQUORS 
CLOSING) BILL. 


Iutou CUT LHY Lig i 


(SUNDAY 


(Second Reading.) 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I have been upon unex- 
pectedly to move the reading 
of this Bill, which I confess I thought I 
would have very little com- 
mending to the House of Commons this 
afternoon. The Bill 
mitted to my charge has been drawn after 
a long and careful consideration by the 
Church of England Temperance Society. 
[ venture to say no subject at the present 
moment exercises more the minds of a 
large meh and women 
in this country than the question of some 
restriction of the hours during which 
public-houses are open in England. The 
right hon, Gentleman the Secretary for 
the Colonies said in 1894 that Sunday 


closing was 


ial 
called most 


second 
chance of 


a hich has been com- 


number Or earnest 
} 


which had probably excited more 
0 its support more 
+] » i ; be the re- 


than anv other. unless it 


“a question 
interest and had 
influence 
duction of publie houses.’ 

In 1897 the right Baronet the 
Home Secretary, speaking in the House 
of Commons, said : 

“There is a great amount of popular feeling 
on the side of Sunday closing. This 
object is dear to the hearts of earnest men, 
who believe that by total prohibition on Sun- 
day they may not only improve the keeping of 


Sunday in England, but may at the same time 
remove liany ot 


brougnu 


hon. 


extra causes of intem- 
perance which may be supposed to oceurin an 
jnterval of leisure such as Sunday should be.” 


those 


The Bill which IT have the honour to pre- 
sent to the of Commons is not a 
Sunday Closing bill. It is a Bill to re- 
strict the sale of intoxicating liquors on 


The first clause Says: 


House 


Sunday. 

“Subject to any order made under this Act, 
all premises in which intoxieating liquor is 
sold by retail shall be closed during the whole 
of Sunday, Christmas Day, and Good Friday.” 


The second clause is 


“ The licensing authority for the time being 
empowered by law to grant licences for the 
sale of intoxicating liquor may make an order 
permitting licensed premises in their licensing 
d strict, or in any part the reot, to be specified 
in the order, to be open on Sunday, Christinas 
Day. or Good Friday, during such time or 
times as they may by the order preseribe, not 
exceeding in the whole ¢wo hours on any such 
day, for the sale of intoxieating liquor for con- 
sumption olf the premises only, and may make 
an order varying o: vking any p 
order.” 


follows : 


prev.otis 
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I am not an advocate of total Sunday 


closing myself. It is desirable we should 


proceed gradually, and I believe this Bill 


is one which will meet with the approval 
of many who, though interested in the 
temperance question, do not see their way 
to advocate Sunday closing, and I hope 
we shall secure their votes for this 
measure. The subject is one to which [| 
have devoted myself for many years, and 
in which I take the very greatest interest. 
I urge this Bill on the House, firstly, on 
behalf of the publicans themselves; 
secondly, on behalf of large numbers of 
public-house employees throughout the 
land who do not know the blessing 
of a Sunday’s rest ; and thirdly, because | 
helieve it is a step in the right direction 
towards securing some check on intemper- 
ance, which is a blot on our national 
escutcheon. I most earnestly appeal to 
the House to let this modest Bill pass. 
It is in accordance with the feelings of a 
large number, not only of clergymen but 
of devoted men and women throughout 
the country, who are grieved at the 
terrible evil of intemperance which dis- 
graces our land, Let it go to a Committee 
upstairs. We have not a great deal of 
work to do this session, and I appeal to 
the Government—I am sure I shall not 
appeal in vain to the Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Local Government 
Board, the only occupant of the Treasury 
bench, as his zeal in the cause is well 
known—but I appeal to the Government 
to let this Bill be read a second time, and 
passed into law. I venture to think that 
in days to come, when other Members 
occupy these benches, it will be said with 
great credit to this Conservative and 
Unionist Government that it used the 
great majority the country gave it to 
pass into law a measure which cannot 
fail to be the greatest possible blessing 
not only in the present day but for all 


generations, 





Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


—(Mr. Tritton.) 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.): 
I rise to support very cordially the second 
reading of this Bill, Arguments are not 
needed, and I merely wish to say that for 
the last forty-five years we have enjoyed 
in scotiand the biessing of Sunday Ci08- 
ing, and it has been universally admitted 
that it has acted not only in the interests 
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of the publicans and all engaged in the 
trade, but has been an unmixed blessing 
to all classes of the community. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: [I rise for 
an opposite purpose to that stated by the 
hon. Member. I wish to place before the 
House the peculiar position in which it is 
now placed. We have a Bill before us 
which has been unexpectedly brought 
under our notice. I do not, of course, 
blame my hon friend in any shape or 
form. He has followed a perfectly straight- 
forward course, as everyone who knows 
him would expect. But we now find 
ourselves called on to deal with a 
measure of extreme importance, and one 
on which great public feeling has always 
heen exhibited as long as I can recollect, 
and the Treasury bench is empty with 
the exception of one occupant. Has the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local 
Government Board any mandate from his 
colleagues to convey their views on this 
subject to the House / 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, 8.): 
None at all. IT am on the Treasury 
bench because matters affecting the 
Local Government Board appear on the 
Order Paper, and I have no intention of 
dealing with other matters. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : 
My hon. friend bears out my statement. 
He is here to discharge his own duty and 
to attend to a particular question, but he 
is not ina position to speak for his col 
leagues or to afford the House any guid 
ance as to the views of Her Majesty’s 
Government on a subject of such import- 
ance as that now before us. Tam glad to sec 
that my hon. friend has now been relieved 
from his solitary position, and that he has 
heen joined by my right hon. friend the 
Under Secretary for the Home Depart 
ment. I would ask my right hon. friend 
if he has come to state the views of the 
Government to the House, and if he can 
assure us that this matter has been fully 
considered by the Cabinet, or if he 
can present the views of the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department. 
We are all of us approaching this subject 
under very peculiar conditions. A Royal 
Commission appointed by this Govern- 
ment is, | believe, at this very moment 
charged with the consideration of this 
subject, although I feel doubtful as to 


(Juite SO. 


how far I am justified in saying that the 
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Royal Commission is still sitting. I 
observe that the Chairman of that Com- 
mission has publicly declared that the 
Commission is dissolved, and he has stated 
that in virtue of the power conferred 
upon him by the Commission he declared 
it to be dissolved. How that announce- 
ment stands from a legal point of view I 
hesitate to express any opinion upon, I 
am inclined to think it is absolutely ultra 
vires, and consequently has no effect. But 
even assuming that view to Incorrect, 
and that the Royal Commission is dis- 
charged from further consideration of the 
subject, it would be very unfortunate for 
the House, without any official authority 
or guidance whatever, to attempt to deal 
with so important a subject. The 
tion of the hours at which intoxicating 
liquors shall be retailed on Sundays is one 
of the most difficult problems which a 
Royal Commission could undertake. I 
have seen a draft of the rival reports of 
this Commission, and they reveal a very 
extraordinary conflict of opinion, though 
IT am not that any official 
announcement has yet been made upon 


ques- 


aware exact 


this subject. The hon. Member for 
Cockermouth would be in favour of 
making short work of this question, 


not only on any 
other day, and upon this subject I do 
not think that the hon. Member |} 
drawn any distinction between one day 
and another. According to my hon. 
friend’s view it is a most mischievous and 
injurious trade, which ought not to be 
merely limited to a certain number of 
hours, but should be absolutely extin- 
euished for ever. That is the view 
which the hon. Member for Cockermouth 
has persistently 
vears. I doubt whether the 

) 


+h? oo } 
this House have had an 


Sundays, but upon 


s ever 


advocated Tor many 


Members of 
07} portunity ot 
Royal Com- 
mission which has been appointed, and I 
do not think any Member or any autho- 
ritative section of the House would care 
to rush pell-mell into a decision upon 

thorny subject. With to the 
Bill itself, 1am bound to admit that 


t to be 


studying the report of the 





this 
r¢ fe rence 
I did 
not regard It as a probable subj 
considered to-day, nor had [ regarded it 
as a Bill which was lik ly to be taken this 
Session. Therefore my hon. friend in that 
respect shares my surprise. ‘The 
moter of this Bill does not give us a 
memorandum or epitome, as some pro- 
moters have done, and | think he was 
wise in not doing that, because on the 


pro- 
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face of it the measure shows pretty well 
what his intentions are. My hon. friend 
proposes that public-houses shall be closed , 
on Sunday without any recommendation | 
from the Executive or without any report 
from the Royal Commission. — Pesides 
this, he proposes to allow the licensing 
authority to discharge duties which have 
never been confided to any’ licensing 
authority before. The Bill provides that 
the sale of intoxicating liquors on a 
Sunday shall be confined to two hours, 
and only for consumption off the premises. 
I am not going to find fault with that on 
its merits. There is a deal 
to be said in favour of meeting the 
views of a very large number of people 
who have not the luxury which a cellar 
affords, and who are dependent upon the 
nearest licensed hous« 
they consume xt their meals. 


| 
gC IOC, 


Therefore 


I am not disposed to find fault with my | 
hon. friend for having afforded greater | 


facilities for the consumption of intoxicat- 
ing liquors off the premises. I fail to see, 
on the other hand, what provision my 


hon. friend has made for that very inte- | 


resting personage the /ona fide traveller. 
He is a person of whom we have heard a 
great deal in our time. He very often 


performs a very arduous journey, and | 


he is sometimes supposed to hail from 


a place not very far outside the area | 
p : 


of his own parish. [ presume 
that my hon. friend desires to guard 
against the spurious traveller, but I think 
the case of the bona fide traveller is one 
which ought to be seriously regarded by 
Parliament. I represent myself a con- 
stituency where the bona fide traveller 


looms very largely—probably few hon. | 


Members are aware of the great number 
of attractions in the district which I have 
the honour to represent. Therefore I 
make no apology to the House for draw- 
ing attention to the very grave incon- 
venience and the gross injustice which a 
measure of this kind would inflict upon a 
vast number of persons for whose con- 
venience and comfort Parliament ought 
to have some regard, That being so, I 
think I am entitled to ask how he can 


expect the House of Commons—practi- | 


cally without notice, and in face of the 
circumstances to which I have already 
drawn attention—to give a second read- 
ing toa Bill dealing with so complicated 
and controversial a subject. The 
hon, Gentleman opposite, upon the Ser- 
vice Franchise Bill, waived the right 
Mr. James Lowther, 


‘COMMONS} 


| make. 


for the beer which | 
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which he undoubtedly possessed of press- 
ing the advantage he had gained. I am 
not going to make this suggestion to my 
hon. friend, and if he will take my advice 
he will avail himself of the opportunity he 
has got; but I hope he will avail himself 
of it in true Parliamentary fashion by not 
attempting to gloss over the undoubted 
difficulties which surround this subject, 
for it is ‘a very thorny and difficult ques- 
tion. I do not think myself that the 
Royal Commission would be wasting their 
time if they were to listen to the sug- 
gestions which my hon. friend has to 
As far as I can judge, I think the 
time of that Commission has heen very 
largely wasted, and I do not think that 
the result of its labours, whenever that 
resuft is forthcoming, will redound very 
largely to the credit of those concerned. 
I am quite aware. that a great deal ot 
thas result is due to the system adopted 
by the authorities. The plan of ap- 
pointing on a judicial inquiry a certain 
number of bigoted partisans on either 
side, and then bringing an equivalent 
number of persons supposed to have a 
well-balanced mind, is pernicious to a de- 
gree. I have no hesitation in saying that 
a large number of the members of the 
Royal Commission, though they are very 
valuable as witnesses, are in the wrong 
place. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order in dis- 
cussing the way in which the Commission 
is composed, or the manner the matter 
was conducted before the Royal Commis- 
sion, before it has reported. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I am glad 
that I am relieved from the difficulty of 
tryingto give an account of the proceedings 
| before the Commissioners. As you very 
| properly pointed out, the least said about 
|them the better. I gather that I have 
' the assent of my hon. friend to this ; he re- 
cognises the desirability and the necessity 
| of expounding a scheme, which so far has 
| never been done before. My hon. friend 
/has studied this question in all its bear- 
ings for a great many years, but he has 
| never identified himself with the extreme 
views held by some upon this subject. 
There has been a marked distinction 
between the moderate spirit which has 
actuated my hon. friend and those which 
have been advocated by some who hold 
more extreme views, who call his Bill 
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half-hearted, and look upon him as a turn- 
coat. But they are wrong in doing so, 


Intoxicuting Liquors 


because he has disassociated himself from | 


the more extreme views, and he never) 
has associated himself with the extremists 
who desire to annihilate such a large | 
industry. As to the further clauses of 
the Bill, I hoped that my hon. friend | 
would have relieved me from the neces- 
sity of endeavouring to expound them. 

I think it is usual for those urging the 

acceptance of a Bill upon the House to 
discharge that duty. My hon. friend | 
proposes to adopt for his purpose the pro- 
visions of the Licensing Acts; and, sup- 
posing that it is right for us to deal with 
the matter at all, that is a very reasonable 
course to be pursued. Therefore I shall | 
not detain the House by going through | 
the subsidiary clauses of the Bill. The | 
fact remains that the House would be 
adopting an absolutely unprecedented 
course in reading a’ Bill of this kind a 
second time on this occasion ; a Bill deal- | 
ing with such great interests; a scheme | 
for shutting up every refreshment house | 
in the country, so far as consumption on | 
the premises is concerned, without so far 
as | can see any provision whatever for 
recognising hotels, although it may per- 
haps appear by reference to some existing 
Act. So far as I can see, my hon. friend | 
would shut up, so far as the bona fide | 
travelling public are concerned, every hotel 
and licensed house in the country. As '/| 
regards hotels, there is a very great dis- | 
tinction between the refreshment houses | 
used by the wealthy and those used by | 
the poor, and I have always contended 
that legislation of this kind is for the 
most part essentially class legislation. My 
friend has absolved himself from that ex- 
treme reform, but I cannot see that he con- 
templates any preferential treatment as 
regards hotels. The law distinctly re- 
cognises such a distinction being made, 
and possibly by some reference there may 
be some Act embodied in this Bill which 
will carry out this idea. So far as the 
Bill itself is concerned it appears upon 
the face of it that it would be a very | 
crude measure, not accompanied by any of 
those necessary safeguards either to the 
trade concerned or to the community at 
large, of which hitherto the promoters of all 
measures of this kind have availed them- | 
selves. The House would be well advised | 
to decline to deal with this matter at all. | 
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culty by moving that this Bill be read a 
second time six months hence, which 
would be the natural conclusion of my 
remarks. I would much rather leave it to 
my hon. friend to reconsider his position 
under the circumstances, in order that 
he may have an opportunity of withdraw- 
ing the measure. 


(Sunday Closing) Bill. 


Mr. NUSSEY (Pontefract): We all 
recognise, I think—no matter what our 
views may be upon the temperance ques- 
tion, whether we are in favour of any 
particular measure or not—the necessity 
of some reform. We all desire to pro- 
mote the real temperance of this country, 
and any such measure must have the 
support of this House ; but there is 
always the danger that upon such a ques- 
tion as this we may legislate before 
the time is ripe for such legislation. I do 
not think any Bill which is brought 
before this House can be successful 
unless it has the full authority of 
the people behind it, and that being 
so I now propose to devote my attention 
to the second clause of the Bill. If 
I understand this Bill correctly, the 
second clause proposes the partial closing 
of public-houses on Sunday. It proposes 
that they may open for two hours every 
Sunday if in the opinion of the licensing 
authority it is expedient; but what I 
suggest is that the licensing authority, 
as at present constituted, is not in 
touch with the feeling of the people 
in the locality on that question. I do 
not see how any Member of this House 
can know whether a public-house in a 
particular district should be open for a 
particular time only. It is impossible 
to legislate in advance of local public 
opinion in such a matter as this; and 
unless you have the people with you, 
the police with you, and the magis- 


trates with you, it is useless decree- 
ing that all public-houses shall be 


closed on Sunday. I would much rather 
place this question in the hands of 
the people themselves, in the hands of 
those who use public-houses, and who 
have every right to use them in a fair and 
proper manner. We on this side of the 
House, who profess to trust the people, do 
not see why we should not give them full 
power over this as over other matters. I 
think, myself, that if the people had a 
right to control the public-houses there 


Under the circumstances, I do not wish to | would be better beer and better whisky 
put my hon, friend in a position of diffi- | and a larger measure of temperance. It 


} 
: 
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seems to me that the motion which I 
hope to move is essentially a popular one, 
and drafted on popular lines, and there- 
fore I shall move, “That no Bill to 
restrict the sale of intoxicating liquors on 
Sunday would be satisfactory unless it 
embodies the principle of local option.” 
That will satisfy even the aspirations of 
my hon. friend the Member for Cocker- 
mouth. 
to local option on Sundays, if he advocates 
it for the rest of the week. Then 
there is the fact that the Royal Commis- 
sion has not yet reported, and I would 
also point out that this Bill is exciting a 
great deal of interest in the country, 
and that it comes here most un- 
unexpectedly on a Wednesday after- 
noon, on the eve of the report of the 
Royal Commission. ‘Till we have 
report I do think it would be better not 


{COMMONS} 


He can have no logical objection | 


that | 


to proceed with this Bill in its present | 


form, but to put the whole question into | 


the hands of the people. With that 
remark I beg to move my Amendment. 


Amendment proposed — 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the 
end of the question, in order to add the words 
‘no Bill to restrict the sale of intoxicating 
liquors on Sunday is satisfactory unless it 
embodies 
(Mr. Nussey.) 


Question proposed 
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these to have some control over the hours 
of Sunday closing. I do not think any 
Bill will be satisfactory which goes to 
such an extent against the feelings of the 
working men, because in most places it 
would annoy them by cutting off their 
dinner beer and supper beer on Sundays. [| 
quite recognise that something must be 
done towards preventing a great many 
public-houses becoming drinking shops on 
Sunday. I do not say in all cases, but in 
certain cases, they do a considerable 
amount of harm, which by legislation 
might be controlled. The first necessity, 
however, is to get the people to back up 
the proposed legislation. In America, 
where much temperance legislation had 
been passed of which the people did not 
thoroughly approve, the result was that 
the law was broken to an enormous 
extent. I think that any Bill that deals 
with this subject at all ought to go 
into the question of preventing chil- 
dren going into public-houses. It 
may be said fhat that question is 


| outside Sunday closing ; but I believe it is 


the principle of local option.’ ”— | 


of even greater importance than Sunday 
closing, that the country is ready for such 
a measure, and that the people would 
support it to their utmost. We are on 
the verge of getting a report, or several 
reports, from the Royal Commission which 


| has been considering the licensing ques- 
g £q 


“That the words proposed to be left out | 


stand part of the question.” 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield) : 
I beg to second the Amendment, although 
it does not exactly express my views on 
this Bill. Although I am in favour of 
temperance, and of every sort of legisla- 
tion that can really conduce to temper- 
ance, I must say there are restrictions in 
this Bill which would work very seriously 
against the comfort of the working classes 
ot this country. The point I object to 
most is that those depraved beings like 
myself who like a glass of beer, and who 
have not the opportunity of storing it, 
cannot get their beer on Sunday unless 
the licensing authority gives chem leave. 
The licensing authorities vary in different 
places. I have no confidence in the “ great 
unpaid” as being proper judges of when 
working men who like their beer should 
get it. I daresay they are very good 
judges of how much is good for the work- 
ing men, hut at the same time a little 
must be left to the feeling of those who 


‘Bill. 


want to drink beer. We ought to allow. 


Mr. Nussey. 


| 


tion for three years. It is said these 
reports will be issued next week, and 
therefore I think to-day is about the most 
inopportune of the whole year when such 
a measure as this could have been brought 
forward. When the reports of the Royal 
Commission are fully considered, we 
should get a better Bill, that would be 
approved of not only by the Royal Com- 
mission itself, but by the large majority 
of the gentlemen opposite, and one 
very much more satisfactory than any 


mere Bill for Sunday closing or local 
option. I think in the near future the 


Unionist Government will he obliged to 
deal with temperance legislation, so as to 
reduce intemperance, and do some good 
without annoying and irritating a large 
portion of our labouring population. I 
dissociate myself entirely from those 
who are opposed to temperance legisla- 
tion, and I would not for one moment, if 
I thought any good could come from it, 
and that drunkenness would really be 
stopped by it, have voted against this 
I think that the Amendment is a 
very wise one, and that the people of the 
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district should have some power to say 
whether there should be Sunday closing 
or not. The licensing authorities are not 
sufficiently in touch with the people to 
justify their being entrusted with un 
limited power. 


*Mn. SYDNEY GEDGE (Walsall) ; 


There is one reason why we should not read 


this bill a second time. If it hecomes 
law it will not affect any of us in 
this House. We shall be interfering 
with the comforts and necessities of a large 


body of Her Majesty's subjects, in the 
happy consciousness that we ourselves shall 
not interfered with at all. That is 
beyond all contradiction. No one in this 
House is in the habit of frequenting 
public-houses on Sunday to have his 
refreshment, and to meet and have social 
intercourse with his mates. He has his 
own house, his own wine and beer cellar, 
and if the Bill becomes law his freedom 
will not be interfered with in any way. 
There are many reasons against the Bill 
be oming law. This isnot the first time | 
have felt it my duty to oppose similar 
legislation ; but [ always do it with regret, 
for I desire the object aimed at as heartily 
as the promoters of such legislation do. 
Tecan even go as far as to say that if | 
really believed that this Bill would con- 
siderably diminish drunkenness I should 
he very much disposed to vote for it. 
Sut I do not believe that it would have 
that effect. I think what is proposed is 
illogical. This Bill deals generally with 
what are called intoxicating liquors. — It 
treats all liquors alike—the fiery spirits, 
the strong adulterated gin, the innocent 
claret, and the refreshing beer, or even 
choice cider, sO cordially and so strongly 
recommended to us by one hon. Member 
of this House. It makes no distinction 
between them all; no matter how in- 
finitesimal the proportion of alcohol in 
them, they are at once called intoxicating 
liquors. [ can understand the logical 
position of those, like the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Cockermouth, who con- 
sider it exceedingly wrong to drink any 
liquor at all—— 


be 


Sik WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I rise to order. 1 
never made any such statement. 


Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE: Of course | 
Withdraw the statement on the assurance of 
the hon. Baronet; but from the public 
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action of the hon. Baronet, notwithstanding 
the very good tempered and vivacious way 
he has of airing his views, I certainly got 
the impression that he thought all 
alcoholic liquors were bad, and that the 
manufacture should be stopped. 


WILFRID LAWSON: I) am 
but I never said 


SIR 
sorry to interrupt again ; 
anything of the kind. 

*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE: Then the 
manufacture is not wrong, the drinking is 


but the sale is 


not wrong, wrong. 
Whatever the hon. baronet may say, 


there are those who hold the view that 
aleohol does such an infinite amount of mis- 
chief that it ought not to be manufactured 
That is a logical position. But 


“We do 


or sold. 


it is illogical for people to say, 


not want to close public-houses on 
week days. All we desire is to close 
them entirely on Sunday.” There are 
others who say that it is wrong for 


a man to take a moderate amount of 
refreshment on Sunday which he enjoys 
on week-days ; and the argument is that 
Sunday is asacred day. Nobody would go 
further than myself in advocating the 
claims of Sunday as a sacred day, and a 
day to be devoted to rest. It would be 
pe ifectly logical to contend that every- 
thing prohibited by law 
which interferes with the day of rest 

railways, newspapers, the sale of tobacco 
and cigars, the opening of public-houses, 
and so on. But I see no logic in permit- 
ting trains to run, newspapers, 
tobacco, cigars, &e., to be sold on Sunday, 
and in preventing the sale of drinks 
because they have a proportion of alcohol 
in them. Why do you not prohibit ail 
these things ! Because they are for the 
public convenience, and if they were pro- 
hibited no one would stand such an in- 
terference with liberty. It is said by 
some that the results would be so excellent 
that we ought to prohibit the sale on 
Sunday. I doubt whether the result 
would be so excellent. It would arouse 
in the breast of those who desire drink 
a determination to have it at all hazards. 
It is alleged that statistics show that in 
districts where Sunday closing prevails 
there is less drunkenness than in those 
districts where the public-houses are 
open. But I remember a learned Queen’s 
Counsel, who supported a similar bill, 
admitting in this House that these 
statistics are utterly unreliable; and a 
little consideration shows that that 


should be 


be 
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must be the case. A man goes to a 
public-house, he drinks too much, creates 
a disturbance on his way home, is 
arrested, and appears in statistics. But 
suppose the public-houses are closed ; 
the man sends for all the drink he wants, 
either on the Saturday night oron the Sun- 
day during the two hours which the promo- 
ters of this Bill are good enough toallow the 
public-houses to be open. 
brought to his house, and is pariaken of, 
not only by himself, but by his family. 
We have had a good deal of evidence to 
show that the result is very fatal to the 
sobriety, not only of himself, but of his 
children. I know from private sources 
which I can thoroughly trust, from a lady 
who has done a great deal of work among 
the poor in Cardiff, that as the result of 
Sunday closing in the town there has been 
an increase of drinking and its fearful 
effects. That seems to me a very strong 
reason against this measure. Though the 
Bill permits the local authority te open the 
house for a few hours during the day, 
they might not do so. The magistrates 
might say that they were not disposed to 
open the public-houses on the Sunday, 
when the State has closed them. We must 
remember that there are a large number 
of unmarried workmen who, as a rule, 


have only a bedroom, and no place to sit | 


in, except the common room of a_public- 
house. And there are a large number of 
highly respectable workmen who, from 
the dearness of rent, are unable to have 
a separate. room where they can enter- 
tain their mates and discuss where 
better wages can be obtained, and the 
like. Are these men to be driven to the 
corners of the streets in all weathers, 


because the only common room open to | 


them is closed? Then again, look at the 
number of clubs which have been founded, 
and which it is impossible to close—not 
bogus clubs, but genuine clubs, Radical 
clubs, Conservative clubs, and Unionist 
clubs, all of them with bars for the sale of 
drink. These clubs are frequently used 
to escape the licensing laws and the 
police laws ; the members get in- 
toxicating drink late at night and on 
Sundays, and this has led to an 
increase in drunkenness. It is far better, 
I think, that those disposed to take too 
much should take the liquor under the 
supervision of the police, and with proper 
regulations, than that they should be 
driven to form clubs for the purpose. I 
myself would punish drunkenness wher- 


Mr. Sydney Gedge. 


{COMMONS} 


The drink is | 
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ever it occurs. I would punish a man 
for getting drunk in his own house, just 
as I would punish a man for torturing a 
cat in his own house. In regard to the 
Bill before the House, from the first 
account we had of it from my hon. friend 
I thought that for once [ might support 
such a Bill. But when I read it through, 
especially the second clause, I found it 
was really a Bill for the total closing of 
public-houses on Sunday. 


Mr. TRITTON: The hon. Member 
accuses me of net being quite straight- 
forward in my description of the Bill, but 
|] have to inform him that I read out the 
whole of the first and second clauses. 


*Mr. SYDNEY GEDGE: [did not for 
a moment suggest that the hon. Member 
'gave a mistaken notion of the Bill. It 
is a Bill for the total closing of public- 
houses on Sunday except to those who go 
to fetch their refreshment. A Bill of this 
kind would merely create annoyance, and 
cause a man who is poor to be treated in 
a different way from his neighbour who is 
better off. If the people honestly wish to 
close public-houses on Surday, they can 
do,so by, not frequenting them. If pub- 
licans wish to close, they are at liberty to 
do so; but they are afraid that, if they 
do, their customers will go on week days 
to houses which open on Sundays. They 
should do what they believe to be right, 
and take the consequences. To legislate 
for their protection is demoralising. There 
is want of logic in the Bill; the good results 
| we all desire could not be obtained by it ; it 
would create unfairnessand inconvenience; 
and I, therefore, cannot support either 
the second reading or the Amendment. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): 
This Bill has come upon us with surprise 
to-day. I read it for the first time a few 
minutes ago, and could scarcely find out 
whether it was a Bill for the total closing 
of public-houses on Sunday or whether it 
gave authority to the licensing authority 
to open the houses for the off-sale of 
liquor. As amember of the Royal Com- 
mission, I do not know if I have a 
right to speak on this subject at all; 
but I think it would be very advisable not 
to proceed further with the Bill, at any rate 
until the House has full information in 
regard to the various questions that arise 

as to the opening and closing of public- 
houses on Sundays and weekdays, Ina 
‘ 
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few days, probably, the report of the 
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' mouth has led a party which is known 


Royal Commission will be issued, and | 


until you have that report there is no use 
considering the matter in this crude and 
ill-constructed form. If the Amendment 
before the House is carried, the Roya! Com- 
mission will have been sitting for three 
years to no purpose. In regard to local 
veto they have not given such a recom- 
mendation, nor have they given any re- 
commendation in regard to total closing 
on Sunday. 

Sir WILFRID LAWSON: I rise to 
a point of order. Is the hon. Member 
entitled to divulge the findings of a Royal 
Commhission that has not yet reported ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It would be contrary 
to the practice of the House for an hon. 
Member to state what are the views of a 
Royal Commission of which he is a mem- 
ber, and which has not yet reported to 
Her Majesty. 

Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I bow to 
the ruling of the Chair. I may be per- 
mitted to say that this Bill does not apply 
to Ireland, Scotland, and Wales, and | 
have no objection to leave the English 
people to discuss the whole matter. On 
its merits, the Bill is of a most absurd 
construction. Ithink the House should 
wait until they get the authoritative re- 
port of the findings of the Royal Com- 
mission, and they would then be in a 
better position to deal with the whole 
question. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8S. W.) : 
Few of us thought that this Bill would be 
reached to-day, and some of us have only 
seen it since we entered the House. We 
are, therefore, at a disadvantage in con- 
sidering it. That is one reason why 
the House should not come to a decision 
on this question to-day ; another reason 
is that the report of the Royal Commis- 
sion of 24 members, which will be issued 
in a day or two, should be first consi- 
dered. I think the House would do well 
if, instead of 
Amendment or the second reading of the 


Bill, the debate were adjourned ; and | 


before I sit down I shall, with the per- 
mission of the Chair, move that the 
debate be now adjourned. The 
observation that occurred to me in listen- 
ing to the speech of the mover of the 
Amendment was that he claimed that 


voting either for the, 


as the Temperance Party ; but I entirely 
deny that they have a monopoly of the 
desire to promote temperance, or that 
they have a special claim to call them- 
selves the Temperance Party. 

Sirk WILFRID LAWSON: 
hear ! 

Mr. GALLOWAY: I am glad that the 
hon. Baronet admits that. Instead of 
bandying this about as a party question, 
we should deal with it on broad grounds. 
The promotion of the cause of temperance 
is not a party question, and we would do 
far more for the interests of the temper- 
ance cause if we treated it on non-party 
lines. I agree with the adage that it 1s 
no use attempting to make people sober 
by Act of Parliament. The hon. Member 
who moved the Amendment said himself 
that no measure could achieve success if 
it was not backed up by the people. If 
that is so, has there been any desire ex- 
pressed by the people of the country for 
this Bill? I deny that there has been. 
I have received many letters from so- 
called temperance reformers of the wildest 
character. When the Scottish Local 
Veto Bill was coming on I had a letter 
from one eminent temperance leader 
asking me to vote for it because, he said, 
the Bill would bring about a sober Sunday 


Hear, 


for England! Why, the Bill did not 
even apply to England! Legislation 


proposed in this House is not considered 
by these people on its merits, but from 
a fanatical point of view. Now, I 
entirely deny that in this country we 
have a drunken Sunday, and I protest 
most emphatically against such an asper- 
sion being put on the working classes. 
They are not drunken on Sunday or any 
other day of the week. I admit there is 
a certain amount of deplorable drunken- 
ness and crime produced from drunken- 
ness ; but, I ask, are you going to make 
people sober or decrease the consumption 
of aleohol by Act of Parliament ? 

Sir WILFRID LAWSON : Certainly. 

Mr. GALLOWAY : I would ask what 


| possible ground there is for such an 
o 


first | 


they on that side of the House represent | 


the Temperance Party. 
hon. Baronet the Member for Cocker- 


I admit that the | 


assertion? What possible data can be 
produced, what argument can be used, in 
favour of that statement? Does the hon. 
Member assert that the working classes 
of this country are such a weak-kneed set 
of people that because a public-house door 
is open they cannot pass it without going 
in? I must say J cannot take so low and 
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mean a view of the people as that. But 
if the argument be true, the proper 
way to deal with such a state of 
affairs is not by closing the public- 
houses, but by doing everything you can 
to strengthen the moral courage of the 
people. It is not by a measure of this 
kind, or by Acts of Parliament of any 
kind, that you are going to promote the 
cause of temperance reform in the country. 
I believe much more could be done in the 
cause of temperance if some system were 
found whereby the alcoholic liquors sold 
in public-houses were not of the raw, 
rotten, and bad character they now are. 
There is no doubt that some of the spirits 
sold in public-houses in large towns are un- 
fit for human consumption. Coming to the 
details of the Bill, the first clause provides 
that public-houses shall he closed on Sun- 
day, Christmas Day, and Good Friday ; 
but the second clause allows the licensing 
authority the power of leaving open the 
public-houses for two hours if so desired. 
Now, there are some who have a respect 
for the licensing authorities as at present 
constituted. Some of these authorities, I 
admit, are particularly good, and do their 
administrative work in a manner that 
reflects credit on themselves. But there 
are other authorities who do not deal 
with the questions brought before them 
from a judicial point of view, but from 
their own point of view, leaving out of 
consideration the real justice of the case. 
I remember well discussing this matter 
with a magistrate in the city of Man- 
chester, who told me that he went to 
every Licensing Session, and voted regu- 
larly against every licence. He believed 
he was acting for the best, but it is 
monstrous for a man holding views like 
that to be allowed to act in a judicial 
capacity. If that is the way in which 
the Sunday exemptions are to be given, 
what would happen? It would become a 
question of which party had a majority 
on the licensing authority. And if the 
magistrates who represent the views of 
hon. Members on this side of the House 
were in a minority, they would imme- 
diately come to the Minister responsible for 
the appointment of magistrates, and bring 
pressure to bear for the appointment of a 
sufficient number of magistrates to give them 
amajority. We all know what happened at 
Manchester, where the appointments were 
made for party purposes. What happened 
at Manchester was that after these gen 
tlemen were put upon the bench the whole 


Mr. Galloway. 


(COMMONS! 
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of the licensing policy of the city of Man- 
chester was entirely reversed. I do not 
say that the appointment of these gentle- 
men was contrary to the practice which 
was previously adopted, but that was 
the result, and it is deplorable that those 
whose duty it is to administer justice in 
this country should be appointed for party 
purposes, and should be put on the bench 
to carry out the views of any particular 
section of the community. If the working 
of this Bill were to bring about or accen- 
tuate that state of things, it would be bad 
from all points of view. Clause 3 refers 
to the provisions of the Licensing Acts of 
1872 and 1874. Now, the judges of this 
land have complained many times that 
Acts of Parliament do not state exactly 
what they mean, and they have to look 
up other Acts in order to see what is 
meant. As far as 1 can understand this 
clause, I suppose it is intended to exclude 
clubs. Some hon. Members have doubts 
whether these words do exclude clubs. 
If this Bill passes without alteration, I 
can quite understand what an excellent 
means it will be for the expenditure of 
money, testing whether clubs are included 
or not. If my hon. friend intends to 
exclude clubs, it will be better to have it 
stated clearly in the Bill. For my _ part, 
[ admit that there may be a great deal to 
he said in favour of treating clubs upon a 
different basis from public-houses, 
although IT have always looked upon this 
as Class legislation of the worst possible 
description. If it is right that the work- 
ing man’s club should be closed on Sunday, 
I cannot see why the clubs which the rich 
men frequent should not be treated in the 
same way. I admit that, on account of 
the constitution of some clubs, there 
should not be the same regulations as 
apply to public-houses, which — are 
frequented by people of a different 
character, and whose ways and means of 
life are not of the same intellectual stand- 
ard. Asa matter of abstract justice, | 
have never been able to understand why 
you should treat a public-house upon one 
basis and a club upon another basis alto- 
gether different. If you admit the prin- 
ciple that you are going to treat a club 
on a different basis to a public-house, then 
there is no reason whatsoever why working 
people should not form themselves into 
clubs, and use them as public-houses, and 
thereby avoid altogether the object which 
my hon, friend has in view in’ bringing 
forward this Bill, The last remark 
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which I desire to make is on Clause 5, 
which says that the Bill shall not apply 
to Scotland, Ireland, or Wales. I pre- 
sume that Wales is excluded because 
they have, practically, Sunday closing 
there already. As a supporter of the Act 
of Union, I think it isa pity that national 
measures of this kind do not treat the 
whole of the United Kingdom upon the 


same basis. 


*Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, Sys We will 
accept it for Ireland. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: I do not know 
what particular authority the hon. Member 
has to speak on behalf of Ireland. Ihave 
always held, and still hold, that in legisla- 
tion of this kind we ought to be placed on 
all fours in all parts of the United Ising- 
dom. We are in the position of not 
having received the report of the Royal 
Commission which has been sitting for 
three years considering this question, and 
we do not know what their recommenda- 
tions may be, for we have had no oppor- 
tunity of considering the evidence which 
was given before that Commission. There- 
fore a more inopportune time than this 
to consider this question could hardly have 
been selected. Under these circumstances 
I beg to move the adjournment of the 
Debate. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (ISing’s Lynn): 
I beg leave to second this motion. <A 
question of this Importance should not be 
dealt with by a “snap” debate, for it 
involves nothing less than the liberties of 
the people of England. My belief is that 
the people of England believe that it is 
better to have liberty with drunkenness 
than slavery with temperance, and that it 
is better to have liberty with disease than 
slavery with health. That is the ques- 
tion really involved in this Bill, and it is 
of such importance, and has come on 
so suddenly, without opportunities to 
adequately discuss the matter, that [ do 
not think it should be discussed in’ this 
casual way in the absence of the leaders 
of both parties. It is a very serious 
question, and it much more 
than appears on the surface. Let me say 
one word as to the t piperate Tan, We 
are called upon to admire the temperate 
man ; but what is he ? Why, he is a poor, 
pale-blooded, infirm, unenergetic man, 
without generosity and without persever- 
ance. 


1S serous 


Was Moses a temperate man, or 
7 
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Martin Luther, or Napoleon, or any man 
who was any good in this world! No! 
Those men had great courage and ener- 
getic convictions, and they ail took, on 
proper occasions, a certain amount of 


alcoholic nourishment. I do not know 
whether, on the motion for adjourn- 
ment, I should be in order in 
going into the merits of the Bill. 


Temperance advocates themselves are an 
illustration of intemperance itself, for of all 
the intemperate people in this world 
there are none so intemperate as they 
are. They are not content themselves 
with their own form of temperance, but 
they would impose their Puritanical 
tyranny on their countrymen, assuming, 
as the promoters of this Bill do assume, 
that we all abuse our opportunities for 
refreshment. They do not ask whether 
a man abuses liquor or not, but they 
assume that he is going to abuse it. The 
modern history of this question and the 
facts of the present day do not justify 
any more of these nauseating Puritanical 
attacks on the liberties of the people of 
England. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON: I rise to 
order. I desire to know if the hon. 
Gentleman is in order in discussing this 
question on a motion for adjournment. 


Mr. SPEAKER: No new question has 
yet been put before the House, and the 
hon. Member is in order. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think the 
hon. Baronet opposite ought to be obliged 
to you, Mr. Speaker, for telling him what 
are the elementary rules of debate. I 
say that all the facts of this day prove, 
and increasingly prove day by day, that 
no such special interference with the 
liberties of the English people is required 
in the cause of temperance. I am a 
student of my fellow-countrymen, and | 
do declare most solemniy in this House 
that to-day temperance is making most 
fearful strides the population. 
When [ was young I remember well that 
nothing could be obtained at a railway 

refreshment, 
which was genera But 
now every railway station refreshment 
room is overflowing, 1 was going to say 
with milk and honey, but at least with 
milk and mineral waters. The poor pale 
glass of whisky is out of date, and modest 
drunkenness dare not show her face. So 
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true is this, that drunkenness is almost 
extinct in this country. 


man. It is only when I 
Channel or the Tweed that 1 come across 
an example of that almost extinct animal 
the drunken man ; and it is a most re- 
markable thing that in the only countries 
where I see drunken men this Bill does 
not apply. I should like to ask the 
twelve great statesmen—whose names will 
live in history and which appear onthe back 
of this Bill—what are theyabout when they 
bring in a Bill which is to apply tyranny 
in England in the name of temperance, 
where it is not required, at the same time 
leaving out of the measure Scotland and 
Ireland where it is required most ? 


Mr. DAVITT: We have got Sunday 


closing in Ireland. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Yes, but 
have you got temperance in Ireland ? 


Mr. DAVITT: Yes, we have, and we 
boast the noblest temperance reformer of 
this century. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: If that is so, 
then it is the most striking example 
possible of the absolute ineffectiveness of 
temperance work, because there is no 
country in the universe where temperance 
reformers have had their efforts crowned 
with so sma! a suecess as in Ireland. I 
am in fayour myself of refreshment, but 
it should be occasional and small. If a 
man became drunk and disorderly, | would 
curtail his liberty only when he interfered 
with the liberty of others; but if he got 
drunk in a quiet and orderly manner in 
his own house | would not interfere with 
him, and I would 

“Jet him play the fool in his own house,” 
as Hamlet says. I do believe that all 


I IS mis- 


these attempts to impose what 
called temperance upon the English people, 
to prevent them being able to go into 
public-houses because it is assumed that 
they will get drunk, are destined to fail, 
and I lelieve every one of these twelve 
eminent statesmen whose names appear 
on the back of this Bill will find when the 
next General Election comes round that 
the attacks they have made upon the 
liberties of the English people will be 
very seriously and warmly resented. 
Now, what is it that this Bil] deals with? 
It does not deal with drunkenness gener- 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 


I do declare that | 
in this country I never see a drunken | 
cross. the | 
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ally, but only with one particular occasion 
for getting drunk, providing you wish to. 
Those who have travelled in the East 
know the great convenience of what are 
known as guest-houses. Well, the public- 
house is the guest-house of England, as its 
name implies, and it is the only one left 
open to the poor man. The rich man 
has his club, and he has also his hotel, 
which is an expensive refuge not open to 
the poor man. The public-house is so 
named because it is a house of public 
entertainment, and this is where these 
intemperate temperance Puritans make a 
mistake. They assume that a man only 
goes into a public-house in order to get 
drunk ; that is an entirely unwarranted 
assumption, which is disproved almost by 
everybody who frequent public-houses. 
Public-houses are open to all, and 
people frequent them in order to obtain 
reasonable refreshment; and it is per- 
fectly outrageous, because one in a 
thousand happens to  overstep the 
moderate limit, to call upon this 
House to close the whole of our publie- 
houses altogether. In my opinion the 
Amendment is almost worse than the Bill 
itself, becauses it suggests, [am informed, 
local option. [am not afraid to say that 
I am dead against either Sunday closing 
or local option. 
when | was contesting an election for a 
small town in the Midlands, [ was inter- 
viewed by a temperance deputation. 
They asked me, “ Are you in favour of 
local option and the closing of public- 
houses on Sunday?” T replied, ‘* What 
is the good of asking me those questions ; 
you know you are all Radicals and you 
mean to yote against me.” They replied, 
“Oh, no, we put temperance before all 
things. and if you will satisfy us on the 
temperance question we shall be quite 
prepared to vote for you.” T[ told them 
that | was against Sunday closing and 
local option, and that T was in favour of 
a little moderate drunkenness— I think I 
called it hilarity: at any rate, it is that 
sort of exhilaration which the hon, 
Baronet opposite gets from drinking a 
glass of pure water. There are people 
who are capable of getting drunk with 
their own speeches, and | believe some 
people can get drunk upon tea. As for 
myself, I was never drunk in my life. All 
I desire is that we should realise things 
as they actually are. No matter whether 
we are at leisure or engaged in social 


[ pon one occasion, 


| meetings, we all take a certain amount of 
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exciting food or liquor to exhilarate us, 
and to whip up the sluggish flow of our 
spirits to make us proper companions for | 
the friends we meet. All our enjoyments 


are based upon the consumption of a cer- | 


tain amount of exciting food or liquor. 
The right hon. haronet opposite, probably, 
gets exhilarated on a mutton chop or 





Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is travelling very far from 


the Ame ndment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : I will at once 
bring my remarks to a close. All I 
wish to say now is that the whole social 
arrangements of this country are based 
upon the taking of a moderate amount of 
refreshment, and this Bill proposes to 
make a difference in that respect with 
regard to those who wish to obtain that 
refreshment. On those grounds I most 
strongly object to the Bill, and I second 
and support the motion of my hon. friend 


for the adjournment of the Debate, be- | 
| principle of the greatest possible import- 
; ance. 


cause I think that this is a far more 
important question than it appears to be. 
It is a question which involves the liberty 
of the people of England, and therefore it 
is one which should be discussed when 
the occupants of the front benches are 
present. 
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Motion made and Question proposed— 


(Sunday Closing) Bill. 


‘That the Debate be now adjourned.”— 
(Mr. Galloway.) 


Sir J. LEESE (Lancashire, Accrington): 
I should not have interfered in this Debate 
if the hon. Member for Manchester had 
not made special reference to certain 
statements of mine. But before I take 


any notice of his criticisms I should 
like to say that I regard this ——- 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! The 


before the House is 


only question now 
whether the Debate should now be 
adjourned, 

Sir J. LEESE: Perhaps I may be 


allowed to say that this is a very serious 
question, and I do not think ‘that the 
Debate upon it ought to be adjourned at 
this stage. I should regret ‘extremely 
that the “consider: ition of this Bill should 
now be postponed, because it contains a 


(uestion put. 


The House divided : 95; Noes, 
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next. 


AND BEERHOUSE ACTS AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 


WINE 


SECOND READING. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) : 
I beg to move the second reading of this 
Bill. It is a measure which is support d 
on both sides of the House, and its object 
is to amend the Beerhouse Acts so 
as to simply place beerhouse licences on 
exactly the same footing as 
licences for the sale of beer and 


ordinary 
spirits. 


Motion made and Question proposed 


‘That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: 
that I am placed i in arather p Bet posi- 
tion in having i 
time of the House in 
ject which is very much | 
eussed in a Bill which has already been 
under our consideration to-day. Unlike 
the promoter of the other Bill to which I 
have alluded, the hon. Gentleman has 
furnished us with a memorandum, which 
is extremely useful to people like myself, 
for it informs me what the particular 
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Oldroyd, Mark 
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John H. 
Edmund (Dundee) 
William Snowdon 


Woods, Samuel 

Yoxall, James Henry 
Durham, 8. E.) 

TELLERS FOR THE NOFS— 
(Denbighs) Mr. Tritton and Mr. Col- 
ville. 


objects are which the Bill hasin view. The 
memorandum says that the object of this 
Bill is to interfere in a hostile sense with 
what has been long recognised by Parlia- 
ment as a vested interest. I do not think 
that is denied. The object of this Bill is 
to give to the licensing justices the same 
discretion in dealing with beer and cider 
houses that they now possess in regard to 
fully licensed houses and other places of 
refreshment, and this bill is to place 
them in a different position, so far as the 


law is coneerned, to that which they 
occupy now. I deprecated earlier in 
the day the attempt to deal with this 
subject until the Royal Commission 


which is now considering the question 
has issued its report, and it is not neces- 
sary forme to repeat what I have said 


before. But there is in this Bill a very 
great a listinction between the two measures 
with regard to vested interest. Parlia- 
ment designedly gave to these beer- 


houses a vested inter ‘rest, and placed them 
in such a position that the renewal of 
their licences was wholly outside the dis- 
cretion of the licensing justices. I have 
heard a good deal of argument in years 
past upon this question, and it is not 
necessary to go into detail. I believe it 
was the object of the Legislature in deal- 
ing with these beerhouses to discourage 
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the consumption of stronger drink by 
encouraging the consumption of milder 
beverages. There is no doubt that the 
national taste, whether for good or evil, 
has very largely changed ; and the taste 
for beer has, relatively, hardly kept pace 
with the taste for stronger drinks. 
As the law at present stands, the 
owners of these beer licences possess a 


vested interest, which, under this Bill, it | 
I think it is un- | 


is sought to remove. 
wise to attempt to remove a vested 
interest without that degree of considera- 
tion which it is impossible for this measure 
to receive this afternoon. I put this ques- 
tion upon the higher ground that this is a 
specific vested interest created by Parlia- 
ment which we are now asked to disturb. 
I refer to the opinion of Sir Harry 
Poland, who is acquainted with the 
Licensing Acts in all their aspects. He 
was a practising barrister and was engaged 
as Prosecutor by the Treasury. His 
practical experience in his profession 
has been supplemented by the position he 
occupies as chairman of one of the largest 
licensing benches in London. With 
reference to this very question, he says 
that the Beer Acts of 1830, 1834, and 
1840 covered the “off” and “on” licences 
up to 1869. In 1828 it was thought to 
encourage the drinking of beer as against 
spirits, and it was provided that any man 
could have a licence from the Excise for 
beer without going to the magistrates 
for approval. In 1830 that law was 
enacted. 


that the persons put into the beerhouses 


were not real tenants but merely nomi- | 


nees; and in order to prevent that, the 
Act of 1840 was passed, and it was pro- 


vided that no licence to sell beer or cider | 


should be given to any person not a 
resident occupier or owner. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON: May I 
ask what the right hon. Gentleman is 
quoting from? 


JAMES LOWTHER: I am 


Mr. 


quoting from the First Report of the | 


Royal Commission on the Liquor Licens- 
ing Laws, presented to Parliament by 
command of Her Majesty. The hon. 
Gentleman was quite right in asking the 
question, but I am not a retailer of the 
illicit gossip which has been going round 
recently as to the alleged intentions of the 
Royal Commission. I take no cognisance 
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These licences were obtained | 
as a right up to 1834; then it was found | 
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| of any gossip of that kind ; and I confine 
/myself entirely to the documents pre- 
sented to Parliament by command of the 
Queen. Sir Harry Poland proceeds with 
regard to the licences obtained as of right 
from the Excise under the Acts of 1834 
|and 1840, and states that such licences 
could only be refused by the magistrates 
/on one of the four grounds mentioned in 
Section E; and that the Legislature 
recognised that they were entitled to 
varry on a lawful trade in which they 
had embarked their capital. Coming from 
such a great and unique authority, I think 
Sir Harry Poland’s opinion ought to have 
great weight with the House. We are 
now asked to take this matter out of the 
hands of the Royal Commission at the 
suggestion of private Members, without 
any official guidance, and I think such a 
recognised authority as my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin will admit 
that chat is a step which the House 
should be very chary in adopting. We 
are asked to interfere with a vested 
interest, and knowing the high character 
‘and sense of justice of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin, who has 
made himself responsible for this Bill, [ 
turn it over to find the compensation 
clause, but there is no such clause in it. 
Perhaps my right hon. friend was pre- 
vented by his position as a_ private 
Member from making any motion which 
would involve taxation. That may be 
the reason why there is no com- 
pensation clause in the Bill, but at 
any rate we are asked to interfere with a 
vested interest at the instance of private 
Members, without any provision whatever 
for compensation. There are only four 
| grounds under which these licences can 
be taken away under the existing law— 
'viz., character, disorderly conduct, pre- 
vious bad character, and want of accommo- 
dation. The Bill is an invasion of the 
general principle which has, as a rule, 
always guided legislation. That principle, 
which even those who have contravened 
it have made a show of complying with, 
is that the possessor of every right or 
interest shall have equitable compensation 
| in the event of that right or interest being 
|invaded. The Bill provides that the 
| justices shall have full and complete con- 
‘trol over these houses, which they never 
'had before. I am glad to see my right 
' hon. friend the Under Secretary of State 
|for the Home Department in his place, 
| with his usual devotion to duty, and 7 


U ; 


| 


| 
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hope he will be in a position to state what | 
course the Government think it advisable | 
that the House should adopt in the very | 
peculiar circumstances in which we are 
placed. No doubt the fact that the Royal | 
Commission has not yet reported may be 
used against the Bill, but I hope my right 
hon. friend will go further, and that he 
will be prepared to express his regret at 
this assault on vested interests unaccom- 
panied by some kind of compensation. 
It is an act of legislative injustice, 
and I think we ought to have some 
sort of explanation from the Govern- 
ment. I am unwilling to conclude by 
proposing to postpone further action on 
the part of the House, although it may 
appear to be a natural Amendment follow- 
ing the remarks I have been allowed to 
make. I should, however, like to hear 
some explanation, and after the course 
which the House has adopted with 
regard to the previous Bill, it is by no 
means improbable that reasons may 
suggest themselves for deferring the con- 
sideration of this Bill for some period, 
during which we may hear the Report of 
the Royal Commission and an announce- 
ment of the policy of Her Majesty’s 
Government on the whole question, 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): 
My right hon. friend the Member for 
Thanet appeared to pick up information 
as he.went along. He seems to know 
a great deal more about the subject now 
than he did before, although he was not 
very accurate in the beginning. It is 
quite true that in 1830 an 
passed which allowed beerhouses to be 
set up irrespective of the control of the 
magistrates. ‘The operation of that Act 
showed that it was much abused, and in 
1840 an amending Act was passed. Even, 
however, with the restrictions in the 


latter Act, these beerhouses became largely | 


a public nuisance, and in 1869 an Act 
was passed in order to control as much 


as possible the evil effects that arose | 


from them. My right hon. friend | 
. | 
has developed a most extraordinary | 


theory of vested interest in this matter. 
In 1840 Parliament curtailed the vested 
interest in these houses; in 1869 it did 
not create a vested interest, but it put 
conditions on the exercise of that interest. 
In that year Parliament brought these 
houses for the first time under the control 
of the magistrates, to the extent of the 
four causes which have been mentioned. 


Mr: James Lowther. 
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It did not create a vested interest. It 
was a limitation of interest, and the mere 
fact that Parliament did that showed that 
it claimed to have that right. The pre- 
sent Bill does not propose that the magis- 
trates should have the unlimited right of 
putting down these houses. If that were 
suggested, there might have been some- 
thing in the argument of my right hon, 
friend. All that the Bill proposes is that 
the magistrates shall have the same dis- 
cretion with respect to the licences granted 
before 1869 as it has with reference to the 
licences granted since that year. It puts 
these licences under the same discretion as 
ordinary public-houses. Reference has 
been made to the Royal Commission. | 
am not going to say anything about the 
Commission, or what it may or may not 
recommend, but every authority, before 
the Licensing Commission was established, 
sought to bring these comparatively few 
houses, which were in existence before 
1869, under the same magisterial control 
that applies to hotel licences and ordinary 
licences whether before or since 1869. To 
refuse to give this magisterial discretion 
is to say that Parliament is powerless. It 
is said that the Bill of 1869 created a 
vested interest. Parliament in what it 
did that year affirmed that the opinion of 
the magistrates should be invoked in the 
control of these houses. The Bill before 
the House is very simple, and has been 
supported hy county bench after county 
bench throughout the country, who ask 
that power may be given them to deal 
with the miserable pest-houses in their 
neighbourhoods, which they cannot now 
control. On behalf of the magistrates 
and of their liberty of action, I appeal to 
| the House to consider this Bill. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): Hon. Members who have been in the 
House this afternoon will agree that the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Thanet has discharged with great ability 
the duty which fell upon him so unexpect- 
edly of opposing two Billsof avery intricate 
character. I do not complain so much of 
' the absence of the representatives of the 

Treasury Department as I do of the ab 
sence of the law officers of the Crown. 
This Bill confessedly involves a very in- 
| tricate point of law, and it would be to 
the advantage of the discussion if we 
| could have heard from the Attorney- 
| General or the Solicitor-General what the 
| law really is, and what the hearing of this 
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Bill will be. I have listened carefully to , 
what has been said by my right hon. | 
friend the Member for Bodmin on the 
question of vested interest. I have also 
listened to the right hon. Gentleman the | 
Member for Thanet, and I must confess 
that I have come to the conclusion that he | 
has established a case of interference with 
what is in effect a vested interest, which, 
in accordance with the ordinary practice 
of Parliament, could not be taken away 
without compensation ; and I am not con- 
vinced by the speech of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin that that 
is not the case. Section 19 of the Act of 
1869 says, with respect to the licences 
now under consideration, that it shall not 
be lawful for the justices to refuse an 
application for a certificate for the sale of 
heer except on one or more of the grounds 
specified. My right hon. friend the Member 
for Bodmin talked lightly of the inter- 
ference which this Bill proposes ; but the 
Bill proposes to repeal Section 19 of the 
1869 Act, and it goes further and states 
that 


“Notwithstanding anything in the Acts 
mentioned or in Acts now in force, the licens- 
ing justices shall be at liberty to refuse a 
certiticate for any licence for the sale of beer 
or cider on any ground appearing to them 
sufficient.” 

That appears to me to be absolutely put- | 
ting it within the discretion of the justices 
to control licences which at the present 
moment they are not empowered to inter- 
fere with except on certain specified 
grounds. In that way the Bill does touch 
a vested right, and the extension of the 
powers of the magistrates may result in the 
vested right being taken away ; and if it be | 
avaluable right, the only principle on | 
which Parliament can deal with it is by | 


compensation. But is it a valuable 
night? That is a point on which I should 


have desired some information from the 
law officers of the Crown. I presume it 
is a valuable right, because, like all other 
licences, it is in the nature of a monopoly, 
and I would appeal to my hon. friends 
who advocate temperance reform to take 
care lest they may be taking a most dan- | 
gerous step by confusing between licences 
which are a vested and a valuable right 
and licences which, although a valuable, 
are not a vested right. [t is in my 
opinion dangerous for them to confuse, 
as my right hon. friend the Member for | 
Bodmin did, beerhouse with — ordi- 
nary public-house licences, which are not | 
a vested right at all. What is the real | 
|: 
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difficulty in all these matters? Why are 
valuable 


right? Simply because of the infatuated 


| policy Parliament has pursued for genera- 


tions, in insisting in making the duty on 
licences so small as to be only an in- 
finitesimal part of their value. If the 
duties were made higher, then, although 
licences might be a vested, they would nct 
be a valuable right in the sense that is 
taken objection to. What chance is there 
of getting reforms like that? I have 


| been appealing to the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer in this, as in former sessions, 
to give us on the authority of his Depart- 
ment information as to what is the differ- 
ence between the duty on licences and the 
annual value of the licences. If we had that 
informationit would then beseen how many 
millions a year of public money are 
squandered because of the ridiculously 
low duties on licences. That is the view 
which I venture to put before the House 
on this question. 1 must adhere to my 
statement, until I am enlightened by 
either the right hon, Gentleman on the 
Treasury Bench or by the law officers of 
the Crown, that there are good grounds 
for the rejection of the Bill. The only 
way to deal with the question is to level 
up the duties on all licences to their 


| annual value. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY To THE 
HOME OFFICE (Mr. JESSE COLLINGs, 
3irmingham, Bordesley): Of course hon. 
Members are quite right in taking ad- 
vantage of the opportunity which has 
been given them of discussing this some- 
what intricate subject. But hon. Mem- 
bers have asked what is the position of 
the Government as regards this Bill. 
I should have thought that any Member 


of Parliament, and especially my right 
| hon. 


friend the Member for Bodmin, 
must know what is the inevitable position 
of the Government with regard to this 
measure, and others of a similar character. 
The Government, three years ago, with 
general approval, appointed a Royal Com- 
mission to inquire into the working of 
the licensing laws, and that Commission 
has spared no effort in order to obtain 
information, not only on the particular 


| point of the licensing question now before 


the House, but on that question as a 
whole. It is on the eve of presenting 
its Report, and giving us the result 
of its inquiries and deliberations; and 
is it to be supposed that the Govern- 
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ment would now be prepared to pre-| of Sir Harry Poland, I should like to 
judge that Report on any particular | remind the House that Sir Harry Poland 


point by expressing a decided opinion or | 
any opinion on this Bill, or any other Bill | 
of a similar character, affecting the, 
inquiry which they themselves had insti- | 
tuted? If I were to ask my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin, as a mem- 
ber of the former Administration, would 
any Government, after having appointed 
a Royal Commission of such impor- 
tance, give an opinion a few days before 
the Report of that Commission was 
received on a point which had_ been 
referred to it, I think he would 
only give one answer; and I venture 
to challenge him as to whether it 
would be even courteous to that 
important Commission if the Govern- 
ment were to pronounce an opinion, or 





even to discuss the question, before they 


had the valuable results of its delibera- | 


tions. My right hon. friend the Member 
for Thanet asked what were the opinions | 
of the Government with regard to com- 
pensation and other matters. I have not | 
seen the Report of the Royal Commission, | 
but I take it that the question of compen- 
sation is very likely to figure largely in | 
it, and is it to be expected that the 
Government would now offer opinions | 
which would forestail the mature conclu- 
sions of the Commission ? Not a single 
point has been raised this afternoon which 
has not been the subject of a vast amount 
of labour on the part of the Commission. 
With reference to the intricate point dis- 
cussed so ably by my right hon. friends, 
I have no doubt, judging from the evidence 
which has been given before the Commis- | 
sion, that light will also be thrown on it. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: What about | 


the Bill? How are we going to vote ? 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : I must leave 
that to the superior judgment —for it is a 
superior judgment—of my hon. friend. | 
He knows better than anybody else what 
course to take; but with regard to this | 
Bill, or any Bill of a similar character, the | 
Government cannot, under the circum- | 
stances, express any opinion. 


*Mr. J. H. ROBERTS (Denbighshire, 
W.): I personally doubt the propriety 
of referring to the details of the evidence 
given before a Commission which has not 
yet reported, but as the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite has read the evidence 

Mr. Jesse Collings. 


| 
| 


stood almost alone in the opinion he 
expressed, and that the overwhelming 
evidence given on this particular point 
was strongly in favour of the Bill now 
being discussed. The second point to 
which I desire to allude is the unanimity 
of opinion in favour of this Bill which 
was expressed, long before the Com- 
mission was appointed, by those really 
responsible for the administration of the 
licensing laws. We cannot have a 
better opinion in regard to a question of 
this character than the opinion of the 
justices responsible for the administra- 
tion of the law, and I would like to 
state one or two facts in regard to the 
unanimity which prevails on this point. 
Resolutions have been passed in favour 
of this Bill by no less than 21 quarter 
sessions in England and Wales, 18 being 
unanimous; by 11 city benches, 10 
being unanimous; and by 48 benches 
of borough justices, 34 being unanimous. 
In addition, very strong approval of 
the Bill has been expressed by a large 


‘number of county councils and standing 


joint committees throughout the country, 
I very much doubt whether there is a 
single Bill which has ever been before the 
Committee which has had behind it such 
an overwhelming support from those 
authorities primarily connected with the 
administration of the law to be affected 
by the Bill. There is one more point to 
which I desire to allude, and that is the 
question of compensation which has been 
raised more than once this afternoon. 
Speaking for myself, | am inclined to think 
that the statement of my right hon. friend 
the Member for Bodmin was absolutely 
convineing upon this point. From 1830 


‘onwards he traced the history of this 


question, step by step, and laid it before 
the House in such a lucid manner that it 
should be impossible for anyone to have a 
doubt in future with regard to it. Dealing 
with the speech of the hon. Member for 
Dundee, | am not quite sure whether the 
vigorous expression of opinion he gave 
in regard to it represents the opinion 


| of his colleagues; I believe it is only 
| his personal opinion. 


But, apart from 
this important question of compen- 
sation, whatever may be the Report 
of the Royal Commission—and I am 
not going to suggest what it is going to 
be—it seems to me that in addition to the 
Acts which have been laid before the 
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That is a condition 


opposite, there is the all-important fact | of most investments, but it is not a 


which ought to be remembered, namely, 


that legislation subsequent to 1859 is 


quite as much in favour of the views he 
holds upon the question as the legislation 
at the time spoken of. I do not know 
whether hon. Members recollect what took 
place in this House in 1884, when the 
right hon. Gentleman the present Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade himself passed 


a Bill through this House dealing with | 


“off” beer licences, and effecting that 
which it is the object of the present Bill 
to effect in regard to beerhouses ; but I 
do say that if 1t was right in 1882 to pass 
an Act of that character without making 
compensation, it is equally equitable to do 
the same thing in the present Bill. I hope 
this Bill will not be treated from a _poli- 
tical standpoint. I desire to echo in the 
strongest possible way what has been 
already said more than once to-day, 
namely, that we must endeavour, what- 
ever our political views may be, to com- 
bine before any substantial progress is 
made in temperance reform, and believing 
as I do that this is absolutely a non-party 
question, and that the Bill represents 
the views of almost all the justices of this 
country who are primarily responsible for 
the administration of the law, I hope 
that we shall take the second reading 
without any party consideration. 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham): The hon. Member for Dundee 
began his speech by lamenting the absence 
of the law officers of the Crown. I was 
rather inclined to agree with him that we 
had lost something by their absence, but 
he gave us such an able exposition of the 
Bill that I think we have lost nothing. 
His point seemed to be so unanswerable 
that I was rather inclined not to get up, 
but allow the House to go to a division 
upon the subject ; but, as the hon. Mem- 
her who has just sat down has made one 
or two observations about this not being 
a political subject, I think I should like 
to say a few words upon it. Those of us 
who have listened to the hon. Member for 
Dundee must have been convinced that 
people holding these licences have invested 
their money in them on the faith of an 
Act of Parliament. In that respect they 
differ from the ordinary holder of ordinary 
licences of public-houses, because he knows 
very well when jhe purchases the licence 
that there is a possibility of his being 


| condition which attaches in this case, as 
has been clearly shown. An hon. Member 
says this is not a political question. It is 
| not a political question. It is a question 
‘of right or wrong; it is a question of 
| taking away something a licensed holder 
has because certain people think the cause 
'of temperance may be advanced. The 
| cause of temperance is a very good cause. 
I should be very loth to do anything 
' which would in any way tend to prevent 
‘sobriety prevailing in the land. Intem- 
| perance is a very great danger to any 
State. But, on the other hand, I hope 
'you will not tamper with the rights of 
_ property in order to further temperance 
|reform. The hon. Member for Dundee 
has said that it was always understood 
that if a vested right was a valuable right 
it should not be taken away without com- 
pensation. If it is a monopoly it is a 
valuable right. No monopoly would be 
a right unless ic was valuable, and I think 
we may be quite certain that these people 
would not retain their licences unless they 
| made something out of them. Now I do 
'not wish to allude to the Royal Com- 
| mission. My right hon. friend has said 
that it is not right to prejudge the 
evidence which they may bring forward 
or the conclusions at which they may 
arrive. But it is very evident that, should 
the Royal Commission arrive at a con- 
clusion which is detrimental to public- 
house proprietary, their recommendations 
may make those licences very valuable 
assets, of which people should not 
be deprived without proper compensation. 
I am afraid that I have but weakly shown 
what seem to me to be strong grounds 
for rejecting this Bill; but I hope that 
every Member of this House will pause 
long before he commits himself to the 
second reading of this Bill. 





| 


Mr. WARNER (Stafford, Lichfield) : 
There are other reasons than the fear of 
interfering with vested rights—which the 
House has a perfect right to deal with in 
the interests of the community—which 
incline me to look with disfavour on the 
Bill. For my part, I object to giving the 
magistrates any more power over the 
licensing question than they have at the 
present moment, and I think that the 
whole liquor question, including that 
branch of it, would be better dealt with 





as a whole. But I do protest against the 
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way in which we have been treated by {| has been done, and up to this day licences 


the representatives of Her Majesty's 
Government. They have. sat silent for | 
three parts of this debate, and then the 
right hon. Gentleman the UnderSecretary | 
for the Home Department gets up and 
shelters himself behind the Royal- Com- 
mission. Of course, we know that Her 


Majesty’s Government has faith in Royal | 


Commissions; but, unfortunately, we have 
not that faith on this side of the House. 
In common courtesy to this House, ought 
he not to have got up at once when this 
Debate began and moved the adjourn- 
ment, instead of simply allowing it to go 
on, and saying that for the present the 
Government could not express an opinion, 
as there was a Commission sitting upon 
the question / 


Sin JAMES’ 
chester, N.E.): I think that this question 
is too important to be disposed of by 
flippant allusions to the Government or 
the magistrates. In the last forty or fifty 
years the magistrates have done much to 
reduce the excessive number of licences. 
IT cannot help remembering what has 
taken place in this House over a 
pretty long period of years in respect to 
this question. I recollect the important | 


discussion which took place in 1857 upon | 


the very question which we are now dis- 
cussing, when Lord Cranbrook made his 
first great reputation in this House by a 
speech on the Beer Bill. 
Bill which was intended to place licences 
of beerhouses on the same footing as fully 
licensed houses. The Bill was of a some- 
what drastic character. It was in 
advance of public opinion, and_ this 
House declined to accept it. At the same 
time, although that Bill was defeated by 
a small majority, it was understood that 
the Government of the day would deal | 
with the question itself. I do not think 
any special legislation took place until 


1869, and it is worth the while of hon. | 
the second is that we ought to await the 


Members to refer to the speech made by 


Mr. Hardy. It was a very exhaustive | 


and comprehensive speech, in which he | ture to say, with all respect to the hon. 


demonstrated the great evils that accrued 
from beer licences in the country, the low 
character of many of the houses, and the 
urgent need, in the interests of morality | 


FERGUSSON (Man- | 


He introduced a | 


| to sell beer can be obtained by simple 
application to the Inland Revenue 
| authorities. That cannot be a. satis- 
factory state of things. I myself was, 
many years ago, chairman of a Royal 
Commission to inquire into a_ cer- 
tain branch of the licensing question, 
namely, the grocers’ licences in Scotland. 
We took evidence and made recommenda- 
| tions of a much wider character than were 
‘incidental to the subject, and we found 
that there was a great evil to be remedied. 
I agree quite with the hon. Member for 
' Dundee that the only effectual cure for 
the existence of low-class houses entrusted 
with licences would be to raise the value 
of the licences; and I have no doubt an 
expedient could be found by which com- 
pensation could be made to those houses 
which were extinguished out of the in- 
creased receipts of the licence duty. I do 
not think it can be denied that public- 
| houses and the majority of beer and spirit 
licences should be subjected to much 
| stricter regulation than is imposed upon 
‘them. I think the very slightest con- 
sideration of the subject must show that 
it is not one which can be dealt with in 
a hasty and partial manner. I do not 
know why a reference to’ the Royal 
Commission need excite the ridicule 
of the House. The question — has 
been referred to a Commission composed 
lof small numbers, and I think a 
Commission of small numbers is more 
likely to come to a satisfactory conclusion 
‘than a large body. Meanwhile, | do not 
know whether it will he possible to make 
any alteration of the law without having 
regard to the evidence given before that 
Commission, and the recommendations 
made. 





Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : 
We have had an interesting Debate this 
‘afternoon. There are two points which 
have been raised. This first is that the 
Bill interferes with vested interests, and 
report of the Royal Commission. I ven- 
Gentleman who has just sat down, that 
the first objection has not been proved. 
There are no particular vested interests 
in beerhouse licences granted since 1869, 


and the welfare of the working classes, of | land see no reason w hy licences before 


reducing the number of those houses and 


of raising the character of those that | 
But, as I have said, nothing | 


remained. 


Mr. }] ‘urner. 


that year should be placed on a different 
footing. Then, Sir, there is another 
reason given by the right hon. Gentleman 
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the Under Secretary. There is one ad- 


vantage which we have when the Under- | 


Secretary speaks, and that is that he is 
always clear, though he is not always con- 
vincing. I have listened to his speech 
with some interest because 
recollection that some years ago he treated 
the subject in a different way. According 
to his speech to-day we must wait for the 
Royal Commission, 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: The Govern- 


ment say so, not I. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Then, Sir, that makes 
my point all the more important. 
Whether as Leader of the House or 
as private Member, the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s opinions are far too well founded 
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(right hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secre- 
tary, whose absence we deplore, because 
had he been here I am sure he would have 
given him his advice. The Secretary for 
the Colonies spoke at that time as 
member of the Royal Commission that 
was just about to report. Speaking on 
the Bill he said: 


‘We were dealing with a subject which was 
quite right for legislation, and with regard to 
which he thought it would be a great advant- 
age not only to the public at large but also to 
| members of the Royal Commission that some 
| indication of the feeling of that House should 
be given.” 


That is our case to-day. We want to give 
the Royal Commission, even at this late 
hour, some indication as to what the 
opinion of the House really is. 


to change, irrespective of the side on | 


which he may sit. 
speeches of the right hon. Gentleman 
with great interest ; and therefore when he 
made a statement to-day about the folly 
of going to a division on this question 
before the Royal Commission had_ re- 
ported I thought of another policy he 
had recommended some years ago. There 
was an interesting little Bill in 1894 
hefore the House on old age pensions, 
and the right hon. Gentleman gave to the 
House the advantage of his opinions upon 
that Bill. The second reading took place 
just on the eve of the report of the Royal 
Commission, and what did he say in reply 
to the suggestion of the Government that 
we should wait for the Royal Com- 
mission’s report? He said: 

“ He hoped the second reading of the Bill 
would not be deferred until the Royal Com- 
mission’s Report, as that would mean the 
hanging up of the question for another year ; 
it was an urgent question, at any rate so far 
as the initial steps were concerned, and he 
hoped, therefore, that the hon. Member would 
carry the Bill to a division. He (Mr. Collings) 
should vote with a better heart, and with more 
pleasure than he thought he had felt with 
* to any vote he had ever recorded in his 
ife. 


I am sure the right hon. Gentleman | 


will be obliged to me for reminding 
him of that declaration, because it 
is an important justification for the 
vote T am 
do not know whether the right hon. 
Gentleman is satisfied upon that point, 
but I have many more. I am _ not 
going to trouble him with the quotation 


of many opinions, I think I have given | 


my best ; but I will give him one more, 
if he is still unconvinced, which I am sure 
will have some weight—the opinion of the 


I always read the | 


going to give to-day. [| 


Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): 
While the House has greatly enjoyed the 
| collection of ancient speeches which the 

hon. Member has just presented, I hope he 
will not forget not only that circum- 
stances alter cases, but also that there is 
a great difference between old age pen- 
sions and the abolition of privileges which 
have existed for 40 or 50 years. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Under Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, 
in the speech which has been quoted, 
described, and I think rightly described, 
| the question of old age pensions as an 
‘urgent one. I venture to describe it as 
an urgent one still, and to say that only a 
small number of very estimable but some- 
| what fanatical persons would describe a 
question affecting the alteration of the 
licensing law as an urgent or even an im- 
portant question. But I protest most 
strongly against this attempt to interfere 
with the small licence-holders. We hear 
/a great deal from the other side of the 
| House about big brewers and tied houses. 
| This Bill affects the little man. You are 
| asked to take from the little men privi- 
|leges which they enjoy, because the 
| majority of small beerhouses are not tied 
‘houses. (“Oh!”) I adhere to what I 
‘said. I know an attempt is being made 
| to make them tied houses, but I say unhesi- 
| tatingly that the majority of these houses 


| in the country—and I have had great ex- 
perience on the subject in one of the 
counties of England—are not tied houses. 
I know that in London there has been an 
attempt, and is an attempt, to secure toa 
larger extent than has hitherto pre- 
vailed the principle of tied houses by 
buying up small beerhouses. With the 








583 Wine and Beerhouse 


greatest respect to the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Bodmin, I venture 
to say that the opinion of Sir Harry 
Poland on licensing law is at least of 
equal value to that of the right hon. 
Gentleman ; and he clearly points out 
that these beerhouses are a_ vested 
interest. What does this Bill do? Iam 
constantly hearing, outside the House and 
inside, that it is the publican who is to be 
evicted and compensated, and not the 
brewer, the shareholder, or the capitalist ; 
but this Bill attacks the smallest man of 
the whole of this great trade or | 
machinery, and practically turns him out | 
into the street. I venture to say that the 
law as it exists at present is very unjust. | 
While the magistrate who holds shares in | 
a railway company is unable to adjudi- | 
cate in his own division in matters in | 
which that company is concerned because 
he is “an interested person,” every 
teetotal advocate, every gentleman who | 
has been put upon the bench for no other 
reason than that he is an opponent of the | 
licensing interest, or for political services 
rendered to his party, sits on the licensing 
committees. These are the people who 
have carried, practically unanimously, the 
resolutions in favour of extending their | 
own power. They are, therefore, the | 
resolutions of interested parties—not in- 
terested pecuniarily, but in other ways. 
What I would venture to suggest to the | 
House is that the Debate should now be | 
adjourned. I think we have had enough | 
surprises this afternoon, and I therefore | 
beg to move the adjournment of the | 

| 





Debate. 
‘ieee sali 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot accept it at } 
this hour of the afternoon. If the motion | 
had been made at an early stage, and | 


before the Bill had been fully discussed, it | 


{COMMONS} 


| affected. 
I venture to think that it cannot be very 


| the decision arrived at. 


| report. 
| 
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justice to publicans, and which in any way 
advances the cause of temperance, I shall 
vote for it. But I am bound to confess 
that, as far as temperance is concerned, | 
shall draw the line at the point where the 
liberty of the subject is in any way 
So far as this Bill is concerned, 


satisfactory even to the promoters, even if 
they pass it this afternoon, because it 
comes before us in such an unexpected 


manner, I venture to say _ that 
neither the right hon. Gentleman 


opposite who represents the Government 
nor hon. Members on this side of the 
House had any idea that this question 
would come up. If we pass this Bill 


| without compensation to those from whom 


we take property, all I can say is that the 


country will not have much respect for 


I venture to say 
that there is no pressing hurry in this 
matter. A Royal Commission is about to 
These small houses are as well 
conducted as any other licensed property. 
They serve the poorer class of this 


country, and great harm would he done 


to that class if this subject were disposed 
of hurriedly. I quite understand that 
there can be no reason why a hurried 
vote should be taken now, and I certainly 
think that this matter can be left until 


' the Commission which is now sitting has 
oD 


made its Report. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): The 
time has come when it seems desirable 
that the issue should be put before this 
House in a definite and _ concrete 
form, and I propose to conclude my 
remarks by moving an Amendment 
that this Bill shall be read a second time 
this day three months. It is quite clear, 
although some hon. Members do not seem 





might have been different ; but I cannot | t> know what the provisions of the Act 
accept it at this stage, when there is| of 1869 are, that it is a question of 
a prospect of an early division. _justice. It appears to me that no one 
/could come to the conclusion that this 
Mr. EVERSHED (Staffordshire, Bur-| Bill was just who understood the pro- 
ton): I cannot help thinking that it | visions of the Act of 1869. The hon. 
would be unfair and unwise on the part) Member for the Lichfield Division 
of this House to come to a decision on the | evidently does not appreciate the scheme 
Bill which has come before us in such an|of that Act. It is common know- 
unexpected manner. I admit at once that , ledge now that the intention of that 
there is something anomalous in the state | Act was that in future there should be 
of the law affecting beerhouses and other | no fresh grant of Excise beerhouse licences, 
licensed properties. I can only say that | and that all licences, whether of beerhouses 
whenever this House, if I am a Member or houses where other intoxicating liquors 
of it, comes to deal with a question which | were sold, should in future come under the 
gives greater facility to the securing of | control of the magistrates. That was 


Mr. Richards. 
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entirely a new departure. Previous to 
that time anybody who could get a licence 
from the Excise could retail beer, and it 
was felt that if all existing licences of 
that kind were put under the control of 


the magistrates the men who had 
obtained them, and had by carrying 
on their business acquired a valuable 
privilege, would be put into an 
inferior position. In 1869 Parliament 


had regard to vested interests and vested 
rights, and it was not thought right that 


Parliament should take away without 
compensation that which they — had 
granted. Consequently licences then 


existing were preserved under the con- 
ditions on which they had been granted. 
Section 4 of the Act provided for the 
extinction in future of fresh licences by 
enacting that no licences or renewals 
of licences should be granted” except on 
the production of a certificate. Section 
6 provided a form of the certificate, 


which should remain in force for one 
year. The object of granting the cer- 


tificate was to preserve the right which 
the holders of the Excise licences had 
acquired under the Act of 1869. This 
Bill seeks to put these licences on the 
sume footing as licences granted by the 
magistrates, which would place them in 
an inferior position in point of stability 
to that which they at present hold. The 
result of the Act of 1869 was to give 
that value to beerhouses which has 
enabled the brewers to have that hold 
upon them that they have now, and it is 


under that Act that the tied house 
system has grown up. When the 


licensing laws come to be discussed the 
tied house question will he one of the 
great questions which will have to be 
dealt with. That is one of the draw- 
backs to the Act of 1869, but the 
wisdom of that policy is not now in con- 
tention. What we have to deal with on 
the Bill is a question of justice. Are we 
now to take away without compensation 
rights which were given by Parliament 
in 18692 Only one hon. Member in the 
debate has justitied that. He said Parlia- 
ment had impaired some of the rights 
reserved by the Act of 1869 by the Act 
of 1884; but 1 cannot help thinking that 
there must have been some exceptional 
ground for the treatment then accorded 
to certain licences. But, if not, I decline, 
because Parliament committed an error 
in 1884, to commit an error now. That 
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heing so, I beg to move that this Bill be 
read a second time this day three months. 


Amendment proposed- 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Tomlinson.) 


(Question proposed 


©That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
question.” 


*Mro H. LEWIS (Flint Boroughs) : 
This Bill has been on the Order Book for 
to-day for the last two months and I do 
not think that it lies in the mouth of 
any hon. Member to complain that this 
question has come on unexpectedly. The 
Bill is not a party measure, and has been 
introduced by hon. Members on both 
sides of the House. All over the country 
resolutions have been passed in favour 
of the Bill. The courts of quarter 
sessions in the most important counties 
and the licensing benches in the largest 
towns have passed resolutions in favour 
of it. They have done so because they 
have no power to interfere with these 
heerhouses several grounds which 
apply to fully licensed houses. Suppos- 
ing a heerhouse is insanitary, or devoid 
of proper sanitary accommodation, the 
licence cannot be interfered with or taken 
away ; nor can the magistrates interfere if 
it is conducted in an objectionable manner, 
or if it is not required to meet the wants 
of the neighbourhood in which it is 
situated. Therefore it is not surprising 
that benches of magistrates, without dis- 
tinction of political colour, have supported 
this Bill. The question of compensation 
which some hon. Members have sought to 
raise upon this Bill has been — settled 
definitely by a Conservative Government, 
and I commend the Bill to the support 
of a large number of hon. Gentlemen 
on either side of this House who wish 
to take some step in the direction of 
licensing reform. 


sik W. HOULDSWORTH (Manches- 


On 


ter, N.W.): IL have come to the 
conclusion that there is almost an 
unanimous opinion that these houses, 


under proper conditions, should be placed 
under the jurisdiction of the magistrates, 
and I think the argument brought for- 
ward by the hon. Gentleman opposite has 
brought that out. All this debate comes 
to is a question of compensation, and I do 
not think that that comes in at all. This 
Bill has been spoken of as if it was an 


X 
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abolition bill, which it is not. If this will participate in that compensation in 


Bill passes there would be no alteration 
whatever, so far as the beerhouses were 
concerned, so long as the magistrates in 
their discretion issued the licences. If at 
any time the justices exercised their 
discretion and put down some of these 
beerhouses, then they would have com- 
pensation in the ordinary way. — If 
compensation is given under a new Act 
after the Report of the Royal Commission, 
or by thewill of the House, these heerhouses 


precisely the same way as any other 
licensed houses. The only thing we have 
to consider is whether it is desirable to 
put these houses on the same footing as 
other licensed houses, and I have no hesi- 
tation in saying, in my opinion, it will be 
most desirable to do so. 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 138 ; 
183 (Division List, No. 177). 


noes, 





Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, Wm. (New. u. Lyme) 
Arrol, Sir William 

Baird, John George Alexander 
Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Biddulph, Michael 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brown, Alexander H. 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns. John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Colville, John 

Courtney, Rt. Hon L. H. 
Crombie, .John William 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, M. V.- (Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John Kk, D. Wingfield- 
Doogan, P. ©. 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South ton) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
(:ladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
(rurdon, Sir Wim. Brampton 
Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Howard, Joseph 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. I’. 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Ascroft, Robert 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) | 
Baldwin, Alfred 


Sir IV. Houldsworth. 


AYES. 


Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby."James Alfred 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnsSrv. 
Kennaway. Rt. Hon. SirJ. H. 
Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
Kitson. Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 

Langley, Batty 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Lloyd-George, David 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 

M:‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M*Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘kKillop, James 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison. Fred. 

Mappin, Sir Fredk. Thorpe 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir S.(Whitechapel) 
Morgan..J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) 
Morgan, W. Pritchd.(Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morton, Edw..J.C.(Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Sir Ch. M. (Durham) 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Panlton, James Mellor 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pease, Sir Joseph W.(Durham) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 


NOES 


Banbury, Frederick George 
3arnes, Frederic (orell 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Beach, Rt Hn Sir M H (Bristol) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bethell, Commander 


Richardson, J.(Durham, 8. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Round, James 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinelair, Capt. J. (Ferfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Talbot,Rt. Hn..!.G.(Ox. Univ.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Willox. Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Charles Henry (Hull) 
Wilson, Hy. J. (York,W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson. John (Falkirk) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, Jos. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodall, William 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(H’dd’rsf'd) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wylie, Alexander 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 

Mr. Herbert Lewis and Sir 

William Houldsworth. 


Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
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Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J. A.(Glasg. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
‘ooke.C. W. Radcliffe( Heref'd) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cross, Herb. Shep. (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 
Drucker, A. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Everton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Evershed, Sydney 
Fergusson, Kt. Hn.SirJ(Mane’r 
Finch, George H. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald Sir Robert Penrose- 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 
Gibbs, Hn. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
Gold, Charles 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
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Edward Alfred 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs.) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hateh, Ernest Fredk. Geo. 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Hennikei 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Sir Edw. Stock (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Kemp, George 

Kenyon, James 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Llewellyn, EvanH. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn- (Swan.) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess *“" 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. Jas. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir 
MacAleese, Daniel 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) 
M‘Cartan, Michael 

M‘Iver, SirLewis(Ed’nb’gh, W. 
Maleolm, Ian 

Manners, Lord Edw. Win. J 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred.(Monm’thsh 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 
Morton,ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. HnAGraham(Bute 


Goulding, 


Jolin 
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Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
O'Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
Penn, John 
Percy, Earl 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rankin, Sir James 
Rasch, Hag ahs Carne 
Redmond, « (Waterford) 
Richardson, ‘Sir Thos. (Hartlep’l 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothsehild, Hon. 
Rutherford, John 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William E.lward T. 
Shaw, Charles a (Stafford) 
Sidebottom, T. (Staly br.) 
Simeon, Sir Racrtthce 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, E. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, H. M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancashire) 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester} 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tully, Jasper 
Usborne, Thomas 
Verney, Hon. Richard G. 
Vinecent,Col. Sir C.E. Howard 
Walrond, Rt. Hon. Sir W. H. 
Warner, Thomas C we: j 3 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. . 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton- und.- L..) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Joseph P.- (Birm.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. } 
Wodehouse, Rt Hn ER (Bath) 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-(Juin, “Major WH. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. ‘Tomlinson and Mr. 
Duncombe. 


Lionel W. 


not actuated by prejudice are in favour of 
the principle of this measure. 


The law 





Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 
Second Reading put off for three 


months. 


SUCCESSION (SCOTLAND) BILL 
(SECOND READING). 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW 
Burghs) : 
to abolish the law of primogeniture 


Scotland. All reasonable men 


in 


(Hawick | 
The main object of this Bill is | 


who are | 


of primogeniture is an anachronism which 
cannot be defended on any social or poli- 
tical ground, and one that has too long 
survived on the Statute Book. That 
being so, I beg to move the second reading 


of this Bill. 


Motion made, and Question pro- 
pi sed— 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
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Murray, Buteshire): Whatever may be 
said about the law of primogeniture, I 
think the House generally will agree that 
it has lasted so long that it should not be 
done to death at a quarter past five on a 
Wednesday afternoon. This Bill does a 
Jot of other things besides doing away with 
the law of primogeniture, and will make a 
considerable change in the position and 
rightsof husbands, wives, and children with 
respect to heritable property. It goes on 
with a clause by which it abolishes the 
possibility of making entails in Scot- 
land. (Hear, hear.) ‘The hon. Gentle- 
man says “ Hear, hear,” but I doubt very 
much whether he has considered what 
the practical result of the provision would 
be. While it would leave a man power 
to tie up his property by deed so far 
as any property is concerned, so far as the 
Finance Act is concerned, it would place 
the unfortunate Scotchman in an infi- 
nitely worse position than his English 
brother. I only mentioned this fact to 
show that legislation at 5.15 on a Wed- 
nesday afternoon is not very safe work, 
and I do not think my hon. friend can 
believe seriously that we can take this 
Bill at such an hour. There are also 
other considerations of another kind. 
The House will remember what I 
attempted to suggest so far as Scotland 
is concerned. Anyone who wishes to 
leave his heritable property between 
his children can do so, if he is so minded. 
There is no popular force of feeling 
behind this Bill, and what I venture to 
say is that when you are going to make 
a general change in the laws of succession 
which have been in force a long time, 
and are well understood, it is a matter 
which requires very grave consideration. 
And I may also point out that it is a 
matter which ought to be taken up by 
the responsible Government of the day, 
and not put forward by a private Bill. 1 
am not complaining that it has been 
brought forward by a private Bill, but | 
-do say the House can scarcely be expected 
to pass such a Bill at this time of the day. 
I beg to move the Bill be read a second 
time this day six months. 


Mr. BANBURY (who was very im- 


perfectly heard) was- understood to say : | 


Whether or not the law of primogeniture 
ought to be abolished is a matter which 
requires great consideration. It seems to 


me that this Bill, if passed, is going to. 


{COMMONS} 
*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. G. | 
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alter a law which has heen in existence 
for centuries. (Cries of “ Divide.”) Hon, 
Members cry “Divide.” As I said before, 
this Bill, if passed, is going to alter a law 
which has been in existence for centuries : 
and after a debate of three minutes, when 
a Member gets up who does not often 
trouble the House, to express his views 
upon the subject, hon. Members cry 
* Divide ”— 

It being half-past five of the clock, the 
Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed on Wednesday, 
21st June. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN; 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION, AND THE GREAT 
SOUTHERN AND WESTERN RAIL. 
WAY BELLS. 


Sir Robert Penrose-Fitzgerald reported 
from the Select Committee on the 
Great Southern and Western Railway 
and other Bills, that the parties pro- 
moting the Great Southern and Western, 
and Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation, and 
the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Bills had stated that the 
evidence of Mr. Henry Plews, general 
manager of the Great Northern Railway 
(Ireland), Amiens Street Terminus, 
Dublin, was essential to their case ; and 
it having been proved that his attend- 
ance could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said Henry 
Plews do attend the said Committee to- 
morrow, at twelve of the clock. 

Ordered, that Mr. Henry Plews do 
attend the Committee on the Great 
Southern and Western, and Waterford, 
Limerick, and Western Railway Com- 
panies Amalgamation, and the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Bills to- 
morrow, at twelve of the clock. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Sixth report brought up and read ; to 
lie upon the table, and to be printed. 


| Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before Six o'clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS, thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on the 13th of 
| March and Tuesday last discharged ; and 





Thursday, 8th June 1899. | Bill committed. 
wee | MARYPORT HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
NEW PEER. _ Report from the Select Committee : 
The Lord Monson—Sat first in Parlia- That it is not expedient to proceed 
ment after the death of his brother. further with the Bill; read, and ordered 


iv ' to lie on the Table. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | BUENOS AYRES AND PACIFIC RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY BILL [Lords]. 


Reported with Amendments 


OWENS COLLEGE, MANCHESTER, | ae 

BILL [Lords]. | LISBURN TOWN COMMISSIONERS 
Report of Her Majesty’s Attorney- 
General received, and ordered to lie on | 
the Table. 


Reported with Amendments. 


| LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH- 
NORTH-WEST LONDON RAILWAY COAST RATLWAY (PENSIONS) BILL, 
; hea Reported with Amendments, 
Committee to meet on Monday next. 


YORKE ESTATE BILL [Lords]. 


AYR BURGH BILL. : 
Reported with Amendments. 


Committee to meet on Thursday next. 
WEST MIDDLESEX WATER BILL. 
| Read 2%, and committed: The Com- 
| mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
’ | of Selection. 
NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. | 


The Chairman of Committees informed | 


the House that the opposition to the Bill | . ; 
was withdrawn ; the order made on the Read 2‘, and committed: The Com- 


28th of April last discharged ; and Bill mittee to be proposed by the Committee 

committed. of Selection. 
| - OOPRPPOR A , (RIN Tat 
CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY AND TOWN| CORK CORPORATION (FINANCE) 

GAS BILL [Lords]. aL. 
. a " M 
(Commons Amendments considered, and | Read 2*, and committed. 
agreed to. 





BROOKE’S PARK (LONDONDERRY) 


BI aha 


a Speech wmdiates revision by ie Member. 






Committed for Tuesday next. 


AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION 
BILL. 


ecnecemen 


EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 


ST. ALBANS GAS BILL [Lords]. Read 2°, and committed : The Com- 
Commons Amendments considered, and mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
agreed to. | of Selection. 


‘eee TcT EV AN . “GRE AT WESTERN AND GREAT CEN- 
HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING | “yyy TAY (1 ANTES 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK | TRAL RAILWAY COMPANIES BILL. 


BILL. [Lords.] | Read 2°, and committed: The Com- 
Commons Amendments considered, and | mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
agreed to. | of Selection. 
| 





WOLVERHAMPTON TRAMWAYS BILL/ LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
[Lords]. | COAST RAILWAY (VARIOUS POWERS) 
Report from the Select Committee : | BILL. 
That the Committee had not proceeded; Read 2°, and committed: The Com- 
with the consideration of the Bill, no| mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
parties having appeared in opposition | of Selection: 


Voi, LXXIL, (Fourth Szktzs.] | Y 
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MANCHESTER CORPORATION (GENE-; ° GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No, 2) 


RAL POWERS) BILL. 

Read 2°, and committed: The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 
STAFFORDSHIRE STIPEN- 

DIARY JUSTICE BLLL. 
Read 2", and committed. 


SOUTH 


REDDITCH GAS BILL. 
Read 2", and committed. 
MILTON CREEK CONSERVANCY BILL. 
Read 2", and committed: The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


PEMBROKESHIRE AND FISH- 
GUARD RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2°, and committed for Monday 


next. 


NORTH 


AND RICKMANSWORTH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 2", and committed. 


UXBRIDGE 


OWEN’S COLLEGE, MANCHESTER, 


> ata 
Read 2" (according to order). 
GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords}. 


Reading 3°; Amendments made ; 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Bill 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY (NEW RAILWAYS) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1° ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 
CORPORATION GAS BILL 
[Lords]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


ARBROATH 


KEW BRIDGE BILL [Lords]. 
Returned from the Commons agreed 
to. 


BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords he proposed to 
the House to form the Select Committee 
for the consideration of the said Bills: 
(viz.)— 

M. Bristol, 


E. Bathurst, 

KE. Camperdown (chairman), 
L. Seaton, 

L, Shute (J. Barrington) ; 


re 


BILL [Lords]. 
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT PROYVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL [Lords]. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER 


BILL, 
STOCKPORT DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
SCUNTHORPE URBAN DISTRICT GAS 


AND WATER BILL. 
GOOLE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


BILL. 
SOUTH-EASTERN AND LONDON, CHAT- 
HAM, AND DOVER RAILWAY COM- 


PANIES BILL. 
SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly : The Committee to meet on 
Tuesday next, at Eleven o'clock ; and all 
petitions referred to the Committee, with 
leave to the petitioners praying to be 
heard by counsel against the Bills to he 
heard as desired, as also counsel for the 
Bills. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT. 
Report to Committee of Council on 
Education of the proceedings of the 
Charity Commissioners for England and 
Wales under the Endowed Schools Acts, 
1869-1889, for the year 1898. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 22 
No. 22 

No. 22 

No. 2285. Denmark (Iceland) ; 

No. 2286. Turkey (Beirut and the coast 
of Syria). 


Brazil (Bahia) ; 
3. France (Nice and District) ; 


TREATY SERIES, No. 13 (1899). 
Accession of Japan to the International 
Union for the protection of literary and 
artistic works, 15th July, 1899. 
NATIONAL PORTRAIT GALLERY. 
Forty-second Annual Report of the 
Trustees of the National Portrait Gallery 
(1899). 
SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 
Further correspondence relating to the 
claim of the South African Republic for 


. | damages on account of the Jameson raid, 


te +,. 
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Presented (by command), and ordered to 
lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Treasury Minute, dated May 30, 1899, 
declaring that James Muspratt, auxiliary 
postman, London, Post Office Depart- 
ment, was appointed without a Civil 
Service certificate through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of his department. 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
AGRICULTURAL RATES ACT, 1896. 
Petition for amendment of ; of Tithe- 

owning Clergy of England and Wales, 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 

AFRICAN REPUBLIC—BLOEM- 
FONTEIN CONFERENCE. 

THE EArt or CAMPERDOWN: My 
Lords, seeing the noble Earl, the Under 
Secretary for the Colonies, in his place, I 
wish to ask him whether he is in a_posi- 
tion to give any information to the House 
with regard to the negotiations which 
have recently taken place between Sir 
Alfred Milner and the President of the 
Transvaal Republic. 


SOUTH 


THe UNDER-SECRETARY or STATE 
ror THE COLONIES (THE EArt or SEL- 
BORNE): My Lords, it is unfortunately 
true that the Conference has broken up 
without any result, and a new situation 
has thus been created. President Kruger 
has rejected the proposals for a settlement 
offered by Sir Alfred Milner, and the 
alternative suggested by him was con- 


‘sidered by Sir Alfred Milner, and is now 


considered by Her Majesty’s Government, 
as entirely inadequate. Her Majesty’s 
Government have not yet received the 
Memorandum which Sir Alfred Milner 
informs them he has communicated to the 
Press on the subject of the Conference. 
Her Majesty’s Government understood 
that this Memorandum would be tele- 
graphed by Reuter verbatim to this 
country, but owing to some unexplained 
cause it has not yet arrived. I am there- 
fore unable to say whether the statement 
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of the Government of the South African 
Republic, which has been published in the 


| meantime, agrees in all respects with Sir 


Alfred Milner’s account. Her Majesty’s 
Government understand that the discus- 
sion turned mainly on the question of the 
franchise. Sir Alfred Milner was of 
opinion that the exclusion of the Uit- 
landers from representation was the root 
of the difficulties which has arisen, and 
that it was desirable, if possible, to come 
to an arrangement on this point before 


dealing with other questions in 
dispute between the two  Govern- 
ments. Sir Alfred Milner asked that 
the franchise should be given to all 


iaturalised aliens who have resided five 
years in the country, with retrospective 
effect, and a fair amount of representa- 
tion be conceded to the new population. 


President Kruger’s proposal was sub- 
stantially as follows: First, that aliens 


who were resident in the country before 
1890 might naturalise and have the full 
franchise in two years’ time ; secondly, 
that the bulk of the Uitlanders might be 
naturalised in two years’ time and might 
receive the franchise five years later—that 
is to say, in seven years from the present 
time. Between the period of naturalisa- 
tion and that of receiving the franchise 
they would have to abandon their present 
nationality and would have no rights of 
nationality in the Transvaal. The Presi- 
dent also attached to his offer certain con- 
ditions as to a pecuniary qualification, and 
the proof of possession of civil rights in 
the country from which the alien had 
come. It is not clear whether the further 
condition that a majority of two-thirds of 
the burghers would he required to con- 
firm the possession of the franchise would 
he insisted upon. The President agreed 
that three members might be added to 
the representation of the mining districts, 
thus giving to them five members out of 
a total of 31. According to these pro- 
posals, no change whatever would take 
place for two years, and then only in the 
case of a small majority of the Uitlanders 
who had resided eleven years in the 
Transvaal. The whole of these proposals 
were made subject to an agreement by 
this country to refer all differences with 
the Transvaal to the arbitration of a 
foreign Power. Sir Alfred Milner con- 
sidered these proposals as altogether in- 
adequate, and further informed — the 
President that Her Majesty’s Government 
would not consent to the intervention of 


Y 2 
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any foreign Power in disputes between | 
themselves and the Government of 
the South African Republic. The 
President also asked for the — in- 
corporation of Swaziland, but does 
not appear to have pressed _ this 
claim. He also demanded that the 
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THE PRIME MINISTER Aanp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFATRS (the MARQUESS OF SALISBURY) : 
My Lords, the first motion which I have 
to submit to you is that Her Majesty’s 
Gracious Message with reference to Lord 


Campaign. 


| Kitchener of Khartoum be taken into 


question of an indemnity for the Jameson | 


raid should be settled, and was informed 
by Sir Alfred Milner that the British 
South Africa Company had agreed, in a 
despatch which was then on its way, that, 
while protesting against the amount of 


the claim sent in as altogether unreason- | 


‘commend this 


_ ships. 


able, they would nevertheless consent to | 


submit to arbitration the amount of 
damages for any material injury suffered 
by the Transvaal in consequence of the 
Jameson raid. The question of the 
dynamite monopoly was touched upon, 
but, in view of the failure to come to an 
agreement with regard to the franchise, 
it was reserved for further discussion 
between the two Governments. 
to add that the despatch in response to 
the petition of the Uitlanders to the 
Queen, which was sent to the High Com- 
missioner before the invitation to the 
Conference was received from the Presi- 
dent of the Orange Free State, and which 
has been held back pending the result 
of the Conference, will now be communi- 
cated to the Government of the South 
African Republic, and, as soon as they 
have received it, will be laid on the Table 
with other papers, including the petition 
of the Uitlanders to the Queen, and the 
counter-petition of other Uitlanders to 
the Government of the South African 
tepublic. 


THE SOUDAN CAMPAIGN, 1898. 

Moved— 

“That Standing Order No. XXI. be con- 
sidered in order to its being suspended for 
this day’s sitting.”—-(Zhe Marquess of Salis- 
bury.) 

On Question, agreed to, and ordered 
accordingly. 


Moved— 

“That the consideration of the Queen’s 
Message and the Motion for according the 
thanks of this House to the forces engaged in 
the recent operations in the Soudan have pre- 
cedence of the Orders of the Day.”—(The 
Marquess of Salisbury.) 


On Question, agreed to, and ordered 
accordingly. 


consideration. It does not appear to me 
that any arguments will be needed to 
course to your Lord- 
Lord Kitchener has received 
from Her Majesty the high honour of 
a seat in this House, in recognition 
of his great achievements, and_ the 
honour that has been paid to him 
throughout the length and breadth of the 
land is a sufficient proof that the people 
of this country entirely associate them- 
selves with the action of Her Majesty in 
conferring that honour upon him. But, 


,if that honour was to be paid, it is in 


I have | 


accordance with precedent, and I think 
obviously suitable and proper, that some 
means should be provided for maintaining 
the dignity thus conferred. It has been 
done so frequently, and, so far as this 


‘House is concerned, so entirely without 


protest or without difference of opinion, 
that I think I may, withort further pre- 
face, move that this House will be ready 
to concur with the other House of Parlia- 
ment in making a provision. in accordance 
with the terms of Her Majesty’s Gracious 
Message. 


THE EARL or KIMBERLEY: My 


Lords, I need scarcely assure your Lord- 


ships that I most cordially concur in the 


motion that has been made by the noble 
Marquess cpposite, and I shall follow his 
example in not, on this occasion, attempt- 
ing to pronounce a eulogy on the conduct 
of Lord Kitchener, because we have all of 
us, I think, repeatedly expressed our 
opinion very strongly on the subject, and 
I do not suppose that upon the main 
question of the reward which is proposed 
to be conferred on Lord Kitchener there 
will be any difference of opinion. But, 
while I say that, I feel myself compelled 


‘to make an allusion to one discordant 


soever specially for the Mahdi. 


note, and that is the feeling which has 


been excited by the manner in which the 
body of the Mahdi was disposed of. For 
my part I wish to say, and I am sure I 
shall have the sympathy of everyone 
here present, that I have no feeling what- 
On the 
contrary, I conceive as wholly pernicious 
his appearance as a false prophet ; and if 
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I make any remarks on this subject, it 
is only upon the general feeling which 
I believe to be shared by most people, 
if not by all, that it is necessary 
to be extremely careful in dealing with 


-any question which affects the dead. We 


all, I think, feel that with the dead we 
can have no war ; but in the present cir- 
cumstances it appears to have been 
thought—and I am not at all inclined to 
contest the opinion of those who were on 
the spot, and were best able to form an 
opinion—that it was absolutely necessary 
to remove the tomb where the Mahdi had 
heen interred, to prevent the possibility 
of its becoming afterwards a focus of dis- 
content and a rallying point for any who 
might still feel any sympathy with the 
Mahdi and his disciples. It is not upon 
that ground that I make the observation 
which I feel compelled to make on this 


occasion. But I think that, after making , 


every allowance for the reasons to which 
I have alluded, it is a matter for some 
regret that the way in which the remains 
of the Mahdi were disposed of was not 
entirely consonant with our feelings with 
~regard to the disposal of the dead. It is 
a subject which is very distasteful to me 
to allude to, and [ am not at all disposed 
to pursue it on this occasion. Neither do 
I wish to be supposed to be strongly 
condemning the proceedings which were 
sanctioned by the distinguished officer 
whose services we all recognise. But I 
felt it to be my duty, my painful duty, to 


make this simple observation ; and, after | 
saying that, I repeat that, notwithstanding | 


the feelings which I entertain, in common 
with a good many other people, on this 
particular subject, I do most cordially and 
most heartily concur in any honour we 
can bestow on Lord Kitchener on this 
occasion. I therefore willingly support 
the motion of the noble Marquess. 


THE MARQUESS or SALISBURY : | 


My Lords, perhaps it would be proper 
that I should make one or two remarks in 
reference to the observations which have 
fallen from the noble Earl, and which 
were distinguished by great moderation 
and good taste. So far as Lord Kitchener 
was responsible for what was done, I am 
unable to agree with the noble Earl. I 
believe that certain steps had to be taken 


_ With a view to the possibility of the 


revival of a fanatical feeling in the 
There is reason to believe that 
what Lord Kitchener ordered to be done 
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{was not quite rightly interpreted by 
|those who carried it out, and he 
/was at a distance when it was 

carried out. Into that question I- 
|need not enter, but I would entreat 

the House to remember that these 
questions, however deeply we feel upon 
them, are not questions of ethics ; they are- 
/not even questions of policy; they are 
questions of taste, and taste varies in 
i different countries at different times. 
There have been occasions even in this 
country when bodies have been dug up, to 
show opinions entertained at the time, 
and in a neighbouring country it has been 
still more abundantly done. If Lord- 
Kitchener, when he was thinking, as he 
was bound to think, of the opinions of 
the vast populations that surrounded 
him, forgot for the moment the opinions 
that might prevail in London, we cannot 
blame him. I believe he did what he 
thought was necessary on the occasion 
for destroying this baneful superstition, 
and in that object at least we all of us 
must heartily sympathise. 


Her Majesty’s most gracious Message 
of Friday last considered (according to 
order): Then an humble Address of 
thanks and concurrence ordered nemine 
dissentiente to be presented to Her Majesty 
thereupon: The said Address to be 
presented to Her Majesty by the Lords 
with White Staves. 


THE MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 
My Lords, I now have to propose to you 
a motion which I believe is in accordance 
with strict precedent on similar occasions, 
and which I am sure has never been 
more heartily adopted than it will be on 
the present occasion. If I may be per- 
mitted, I will read the motion to the 
House. Its terms are as follow : 


“That the thanks of this House be given to 
Major-General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, 
G.C.B., K.C.M.G., for the distinguished skill 
and ability with which he planned and con- 
ducted the Campaign on the Nile of 1896-97-98, 
which culminated in the Battle of Omdurman, 
the capture of Khartoum, and the overthrow 
of the power of the Khalifa ; 

That the thanks of this House be given to— 

Major - General Sir A. Hunter, K.C.B.; 
D.S.O. ; 

Major-General Sir H. M. L. Rundle, K.C.B., 

| C.M.G., D.S.O., R.A. ; 

Major-General Sir W. F. 
D.8:0:: 

] 


Gatacre, K.C.B., 
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Major-General the Hon. N. G. Lyttelton, 
C.B. ; 

Major - General A. G. Wauchope, C.B., 
C.M.G. ; 

Major and Brevet Colonel Sir F. R. Win- 
gate, K.C.M.G., C.B., D.S.0., R.A. ; 

Lieutenant-Colonel and Brevet Colonel C. J. 
Long, R.A. ; 

Major and Brevet Colonel J. G. Maxwell, 
D.S.0O. ; 

Major and Brevet Colonel H. A. Macdonald, 
D.S.O. ; 

Lieutenant-Colonel D. F. Lewis, C.B. ; 

Major and Brevet’ Lieutenant-Colonel J. 
Collinson, C.B. ; 

Commander C. R. Keppel, C.B., D.S8.O., 
ie, 38.'5 
and to the other Officers and Warrant Officers 
of the Navy, the British and the Egyptian 
Army, and the Royal Marines, for the energy 
and gallantry with which they executed the 
services which they were called upon to per- 
form ; 

That this House doth acknowledge and 
highly approve the gallantry, discipline, and 
good conduct displayed by the Petty Officers, 
Non-commissioned Officers, and Men of the 
Navy, the British and the Egyptian Army, 
and Royal Marines during the campaign ; 

That the thanks of this House be given to 
Lieutenant-General Sir Francis Grenfell, 
G.C.B., G.C.M.G., for the support and assist- 
ance which he afforded to the forces employed 
in the operations in the Soudan ; 

That this House doth acknowledge, with 
admiration, the distinguished valour, devotion, 
and conduct of these other (Officers and Men 
who have perished during the campaign in 
the Soudan in the service of their country, 
and feels deep sympathy with their relatives 
and friends.” 


My Lords, some fourteen vears ago, 
about this time of the year, standing in 
this place, | had to move a similar vote 
of thanks to General Viscount Wolseley 
and the ofticers and men who had served * 
with him in the Egyptian campaign. But 
the circumstances then were very different. 
It was necessary to point out and to 
dwell upon the fact that great merit and 
devotion bad been shown by the British 
officers and men in carrying out the 
duties which were assigned to them, 
though the result of their efforts was not 
success. It was no blame of theirs that 
the result was not success ; it Was a com- 
bination of circumstances which it is now 
unnecessary to unravel. But we felt 
that the want of success then was no 
detraction to the great merits they had 
shown, or to the gratitude which their 
services would demand and receive from 
the country. Now we have a different 
task to perform. We have, indeed, to 


The Marque SS of Salishury. | 


bring before you equal merit, equal val- 
our, equal skill and tenacity, but the 
whole has been crowned with a splendid 
success. Yet, let us not forget that, to 
the exertions of Lord Wolseley, and those 
who served under him in two Egyptian 
campaigns, it is due that the door was 
opened to the subsequent operations of 
which Lord Kitchener was the head, and 
that the brilhant campaigns—brilliant, 
though one of them was unsuccessful— 
with which Lord Wolseley was associ- 
ated prepared the way for Lord Kitchener, 
and may claim a part of the lustre which 
has been shed upon his head. As. the 
noble Earl has justly said, this is a worn- 
out subject. We have all listened to, and 
taken part in repeating, the praises which 
are due to the Sirdar, and, as_ those 
praises have been echoed and thoroughly 
accepted by his countrymen, there is now 


little more to be said. He will remain a 


striking figure, not only adorned by the 
valour and patriotism which all successful 
generals can show, but with the most 
extraordinary combination of calculation, 
of strategy, of statesmanship, which it 
has ever fallen to any general in those 
circumstances to display. His means 
were limited. The grotesque financial 
arrangements under which the Egyptian 
Exchequer lives prevented him from trans- 
gressing a very modest limit in the 


-expenditure he was authorised to incur, 


He had all the difficulties to a certain 
extent—the unknown and untried diff- 
culties—attaching to a campaign whose 
objective was a city which no white army 
had ever visited before, and he was fight- 
ing with an enemy vastly superior in 
numbers to his own forces, animated by a 
fanaticism which gives more powerfil im- 
pulse for warlike qualities than probably 
any other, however high the motive, by 
which soldiers can be actuated. He had 
before him natura! difficulties of a charac- 
ter which made it uncertain how far it 
would be within his means to overcome 
them, and with those difficulties he suc- 
ceeded in winning a brilliant though not 
bloodless battle, but a battle which 
shattered in one moment the evil power 
that for so many years had brooded over 
those districts of Africa. It was a very 
wonderful achievement ; but, as I say, he 
was guided by the knowledge which 
others who had gone before him had 
gained, and he was not limited in point 
of time, as we know was the case with the 
last expedition. He took exactly the 
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time that was necessary for his work, he 
made precisely the preparations which 
that work required, he expended upon it 
exactly the military strength which it 
demanded, and his victory came out with 
absolute accuracy, like the answer to a 
scientific calculation. I am glad that in 
making this motion I am not to speak of 
Lord Kitchener’s merits alone. No doubt 
they were enormous, transcendent, and 
they have been fully recognised by his 
Sovereign and by his countrymen ; but 
there is in all warlike history too much 
tendency to attach the whole merit 
of every campaign entirely to the leader 
by whom it was won. In this case he had 
singular assistance. The British troops, 
upon whose strength and steadfastness 
some unwise persons had cast doubt, 
showed that never in their history were 
they so stout and vigorous, even in the 
presence of the most formidable foe. He 
was supported to an unprecedented ex- 
tent by the resources of science. The 
gunboats, which he himself largely de- 
signed, and which were conducted with 
great gallantry and skill, contributed no 
small amount to the victory ; and the 
construction of the railway, in the 
circumstances under which it was under- 
taken, was a marvellous effort of indi- 
vidual energy and skill on the part of 
the well-known engineer who undertook 
it, and also shows to what a lofty point 
the material and scientific progress of 
English industry has reached. These 
were all very remarkable circumstances. 
Perhaps | am inclined to attach to Lieu- 
tenant Girouard’s work a very con- 
spicuous position among these great 
achievements ; but to my mind _ that 
which was most wonderful of all was 
the brilliant and unfailing conduct of the 
Egyptian troops. I say this because I 
can remember the debates we used 
tohave many years ago about the impossi- 
bility of inducing them to undertake the 
slightest amount of military exertion or 
even face the smallest warlike risk. It 
is one of the worst circumstances we have 
to lament in connection with these wars. 
I do not see my noble friend Lord 
Northbrook in his place, but I remember 
he used a phrase at which we rather 
laughed at the time, but which was a 
very prudent remark. He told us that 
the Egyptian troops were magnificent 
soldiers if only they would stand. That 
very lamentable defect ruined all their 
other qualities. When the enemy came 
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upon them they did not even resist. 
They threw away their weapons and 
allowed themselves to be slaughtered 
without resistance. It was a fearful 
condition of things, but the wonderful 
thing is that proper training, proper 
government, fair consideration, and great 
military skill, exercised by British 
officers, have made those men who 
were mere sheep equal to any native 
troops in the world; they have - 
given them a strength of discipline, 
an absolute trust in their officers, 
which has made their conduct on the 
field of battle splendid to behold. There- 
fore I am glad that this vote of thanks 
includes General Grenfell, because it is 
very largely to his exertions and _ his 
guidance that this great reform in the 
character of the Egyptian soldiers is due. 
We ought not, while we exult in the 
victory achieved, to forget by how much 
patient labour and how much. skilful 
training he brought the Egyptian troops 
up to the point where they could make 
to us the return—the splendid return— 
they have made. I will not, my Lords, 
trouble you further, but I will only just 
notice these two things. This campaign 
—I do not want to touch any question of 
policy — will, I believe, by its result 
largely increase British fame and_in- 
fluence all over the world, and largely 
strengthen the outworks of our Empire. 
This result has been gained by the 
exercise, in a very unusual and con- 
spicuous degree, of two of the qualities 
by which we believe our race is adorned, 
and which largely contributed to the 
success and power we have achieved. 
The first is the great industrial 
progress, the enormous power over the 
forces of nature, which we have used for 
commercial purposes and improved year 
by year, but which now, to an extent 
never done before, we have shown to 
have been one of the most potent weapons 
that a skilful general can wield. The 
other is that it has brought out that 
quality which is the real secret of the 
domination of this country over such vast 
millions of uncultivated people. Our 
officers have the power—-not merely one 
or two men, but almost all our officers 
either in India or in Egypt—to an extent 
which, I think, has never yet been given to 
any race in the world, of inducing men of 
a lower race to attach themselves abso- - 
lutely to their officers who govern them, 
to repose in them the most complete con. 
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fidence and trust, to obey them without 
question, and to follow them into any 
danger. It is this splendid influence of 
often a handful of officers over vast masses 
of men of other races, which has enabled 
us to rear up that vast empire, so far out 
of proportion to the numerical strength 
which we can bring to support it, but 


which we have been able to make and to | 


defend by the strength of those vast 
multitudes of other races whom our 
officers have had this singular and 
marvellous power of governing, training, 
and attaching. I do not think it has ever 
been shown in a more distinguished form 
than in the force, cohesion, and excellence 
they have given to the Egyptian troops ; 
but they have only produced qualities 
which they have always shown, and which 
they show no signs of losing—qualities 


which have erected, and which, I trust, | 


will maintain for many generations yet to 


come, the power and influence of the | 


Empire of the Queen. 


THe EARL or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, the noble Marquess, in the ex- 
tremely interesting speech which we have 
just listened to, has left me very little to 


say. I concur with all that he has said, 


but I am most struck with the latter part 
of his speech. I feel, as he does, that 
what we have most reason to be proud of 
is the manner in which we have reorga- 
nised, not only the Government, Iut I 
might almost say the people of Egypt. It 
seems to me that this is a subject which 
we do well to dwell upon, because the 
strength and the safety of our Empire—1 
mean outside this country—over the vast 
numbers of, as we regard them, less civi- 
lised peoples, rests entirely, I may say, 
upon the moral qualities possessed by 
those who lead them. I may perhaps be 
allowed to wander slightly from the im- 
mediate subject of our discussion when I 
mention the name of Lord Cromer. It is 
only due to Lord Cromer—though on an 


occasion like this he could not, of course, | 


be included in the Vote which we are 


about to pass—to say that it has been by | 


his statesmanlike conduct, his indefati- 
gable industry, his calm, quiet, patient 


perseverance, that the organisation of | 


Egypt as we now see it has been attained. 
Without that I do not think even the 
abilities of Lord Kitchener could have 


produced the results which we are cele- | 
The striking conclusion | 
at which we have been able to arrive is | 


brating to-day. 


The Marquess of Salisbury. 


{LORDS} 
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‘that by means of these admirable young 
officers—for many of them are very young 
| officers—we are able to make use of large 
populations which, perhaps, without our 
leading would never have attained 
‘to that warlike demeanour which the 
| noble Marquess has so justly commended 
| in thé Egyptians. I am tempted to repeat 
a very small but striking anecdote told to 
/me not long ago which referred to one of 
our great fights in India during the time 
of the Mutiny. An old officer told me 
‘the story. During a very hot engage 
ment a young English officer was killed, 
and the commanding officer remarked to 
a Sikh subardar—a non-commissioned 
‘officer of high rank—how deeply he re- 
gretted the loss of this officer, and 
added: ‘“ But even that loss we can well 
sustain when we have men like you who 
we know can be trusted in all circum- 
stances.” ‘ Yes,” was the reply, “ that 
may be ; we can fight, and fight well, but 
| we want your young men to lead us.” 
That has been the secret of our success. 
In celebrating what Lord Kitchener 
‘has achieved, the noble Marquess 
/has justly dwelt upon the extraordi- 
nary skill with which he made all 
the preparations which ended in _ his 
| brilliant achievement ; and it seems 
to me that that is perhaps the most re- 
markable part of the whole achievement. 
I believe, myself, that those who dwell 
upon the history of great military opera- 
tions will find in the past history 
of the world that the — greatest 
and most successful commanders have 
been those who have known best the 
secret of long, careful, and complete pre- 
paration before they ventured on the 
great campaigns which they succeeded in. 
That is the example which Lord Kitchener 
has shown to us, and it is for that he well 
deserves the special honour which we 
bestow upon him to-night. But, as the 
noble Marquess says, it is not the leader 
only ; and it is remarkable to reflect that 
the power and influence of our officers 
should have so transformed the Egyptian 
troops that they were worthy to stand by 
the side of British soldiers. One cannot 
help making this reflection. I suppose 
that all of us in the abstract would desire 
‘to avoid war; we all of us desire peace; 
but there are circumstances in which | 
believe that war may even elevate a 
nation; and in this present instance I 
believe it has been a matter of great good 
fortune to the Egyptian people that the 
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occasion has arisen where they have 
been able to show that they are 
capable of standing firmly _ before 
the enemy, because, whatever we may 
say, the greatness of nations will 
always rest on their being ready and 
willing to face great dangers when they 
are threatened ; and the fact that the 
Egyptians have shown these qualities 
against their enemies must give us a 
much higher opinion of them, and must 
tend not only to raise their own opinion 
of themselves, but to give them a con- 
fidence which probably nothing else 
would ever impart to them. My Lords, 
I really should be guilty of wasting your 
time if I were to attempt to repeat what 
the noble Marquess has so well said. All 
I will add is this: I do not believe that 
there is a more pleasing and a more 
honourable task for Parliament, repre- 
senting the nation, to perform, than that 
it should meet to offer a grateful tribute 
of admiration to those of our countrymen 
who in distant lands face great dangers 
and achieve great successes for the 
Empire to which we belong. 


Resolved, nvmine dissentiente, That the | 


thanks of this House be given to Major- 
General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, 
G.C.B., K.C.M.G., for the distinguished 
skill and ability with which he planned 
and conducted the campaign on the Nile 
of 1896-97-98, which culminated in the 
battle of Omdurman, the capture of Khar- 
toum, and the overthrow of the power of 
the Khalifa. 


That the thanks of this House be given 
to— 

Major-General Sir A. Hunter, K.C.b., 
D.S.0. ; 

Major-General Sir H. M. L. Rundle, 
K.C.B., C.M.G., D.S.O., R.A. ; 

Major-General Sir W. F. Gatacre, 
K.C.B., D.S.O. ; 

Major-General _ the 
Lyttelton, C.B. ; 

Major-General A. 
C.B., C.M.G. ; 

Major and Brevet Colonel Sir F. R. 
Wingate, K.C.M.G., C.B., D.S.O., 
R.A. ; 

Lieutenant - Colonel and _ Brevet 
Colonel C. J. Long, R.A. ; 

Major and Brevet Colonel J. G. Max- 
well, D.S.O. ; 


Hon. N. G. 


G. Wauchope, | 
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Major and Brevet Colonel H. A. 
Macdonald, D.S.0. ; 


Lieutenant-Colonel D. F. Lewis, C.B.; 


Major and Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel 
J. Collinson, C.B. ; 


Commander ©. R. 
D.S.0., R.N. ; 

and to the other Officers and Warrant 
Officers of the Navy, the British and the 
Egyptian Army, and the Royal Marines, 
for the energy and gallantry with which 
they executed the services which they 
were called upon to perform ; 

That this House doth acknowledge and 
highly approve the gallantry, discipline, 
and good conduct displayed by the Petty 
Officers, Non-commissioned Officers, and 
Men of the Navy, the British and 
the Egyptian Army, and Royal Marines 
during the campaign ; 

That the thanks of this House be 
given to Lieutenant-General Sir Francis 
Grenfell, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., for the sup- 
port and assistance which he afforded to 

'the forces employed in the operations in 
the Soudan ; 


That this House doth acknowledge, 
with admiration, the distinguished valour, 
devotion, and conduct of those other 
Officers and Men who have perished during 
the campaign in the Soudan in the service 
of their country, and feels deep sympathy 
with their relatives and friends ; 

Ordered that the Lord Chancellor do - 
communicate the said resolutions to 
General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum 
and to Lieutenant-General Sir Francis 
Grenfell, and that General Lord Kitchener 
of Khartoum be: requested by the Lord 
Chancellor to communicate the same to 
the several other officers referred to 
therein. 


Keppel, C.B., 


SEA FISHERIES BILL 

SECOND READING. 

Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 

Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I hope 

I shall not be thought discourteous to 

your Lordships if in a very few words 


[Lords]. 


| Task you to give a Second Reading to this 
| Bill, because when I moved its Second 


Reading last year I went very thoroughly 
into the whole history of the Bill. Your 
Lordships have already passed this Bill 
through all its stages in four successive 
sessions. The bill is the outcome of the 








611 Schools Reformatory 


Report of the Select Committee of the 
House of Commons, which was moved for 
by the late Government in 1893, to take 
into consideration resolutions which have 
been come to by the Sea Fisheries Asso- 
ciation and by a number of international 
conferences held during the previous 
ten years. In 1896 and 1897 the Board 
of Trade passed the Bill through all its 
stages in this House, and it was sent 
down to the House of Commons, but on 
each occasion failed to get through that 
House. Last year I had the honour of 
introducing the Bill, and having, as I 
thought, ascertained that the Government 
were not going to bring in a Bill during 
the present session, | have put it down 
again, and I now ask your Lordships to 
give it a Second Reading. I am anxious 
that the Bill should, if possible, pass this 
session. It is a Bill which the present 
President of the Board of Trade stated 
three years ago it would be a disgrace to 
any Government not to do their best to 
pass, and I trust that in the present 
session I shall not only be able to get the 
Bill through your Lordships’ House, but 
that the Government will give us some 
assistance in passing it into law ‘in 
another place. 

Moved, that the Bill now be read 
>" 

THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLrour or BurRLeicH): My 
Lords, in the unavoidable absence of the 
noble Earl the Parliamentary Secretary 
to the Board of Trade (the Earl of 
Dudley), | have been asked to state the 
view which Her Majesty's Government 
hold as to the proper procedure in regard 
to this Bill. The Lord has cor- 
rectly stated that the House has passed a 
similar Bill upon other occasions. The 
Board of Trade are unable to regard the 
whole of the provisions of this Bill with 
satisfaction, and more particularly they 
think that some of the provisions of the 
second clause go in advance of what is 
necessary at the present time. I do not 
rise to oppose the Second Reading of the 
Bill, but to inform the House that the 
Government have prepared a measure of 
their own, which, I believe, is being intro- 
duced into the other House of Parliament 
at the present time, dealing with this sub- 
ject ; and I would venture to suggest to 
the noble Lord that if we pass the Second 
Reading of this Bill to-day he should not 


noble 


ask the House to make any furthur pro- 


Lord Heneuge. 


{LORDS} 
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gress with the measure until, at any rate, 
we see what chance the Bill introduced 
by the Government has of passing the 
other House of Parliament. If that Bill 
should pass the other House, as we have 
every reason to hope it will, when it 
comes here it will be a fair matter for 
consideration on the part of the noble 
Lord, and of the House generally, which 
of the two Bills will be the better to pass, 
I venture to suggest, under the circum- 
stances, that if to-night we give this Bill 
a Second Reading, the noble Lord should 
come under the obligation not, in the 
meantime, at any rate, to proceed further 
with the measure in this House. 


Lorp HENEAGE: My Lords, I per- 
fectly accept what has been said by the 
noble Lord opposite. I had no knowledge 
of the intention of the Government to 
bring in a Bill dealing with this subject. 
I am perfectly prepared to withdraw my 
sill at any time after it fas secured a 
Second Reading, if the Bill which the 
Government are about to introduce meets 
the case. 


On Question, agreed to. 

sill read 2* (according to order), and 
committed to a Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday, the 22nd instant. 


REFORMATORY SCHOOLS AMEND- 
MENT BILL [Lords]. 
[SECOND READING. } 
Order of the 
Reading read. 


Day for the Second 


*Lornp LEIGH: My Lords, the Bill 
which I am now asking your Lordships 
to read a second time is a very simple 
one. Its object is to amend the Act 
which I had the honour of introducing 
into this House in 1893. Your Lordships 
are fully aware that until 1893 it was 
obligatory for magistrates to send all 
children committed to a reformatory in 
the first instance to the gaol. It was 
owing to the fact that I considered this 
practice objectionable in the highest de- 
gree that I introduced a Bill in 1893 giving 
the magistrates the power of using their 
discretion in the matter ; but I regret that 
the Bill—it is now an Act of Parliament— 
did not go far enough. I desire that it 
should be made compulsory, and not per- 
missive, for magistrates to send all chil- 
dren direct to the school. Although the 
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Act of 1893 is permissive, it has effected 
a great deal of good, and [ believe it has 
had the result of inducing many magis- 
trates to send boys direct to the reforma- 
tory, instead of, as formerly, allowing 
them to reach the reformatory through a 
prison. [ hold in my hand a return 
which I have received from the Inspector 
of Reformatories, which says that in Eng- 
land, during the last year, out of the 
1,170 boys and girls who were committed 
to prison, ho fewer than 926 were sent to 
school direct, showing, I think, that the 
feeling of the magistrates generally is 
tending towards doing what [ want to see 
done. In Scotland, out of 242 committals, 
no fewer than 227 were sent direct to 
school. If you put these two together you 
will find that there were no fewer than 
1,153 children out of 1,412 sent direct to 
the reformatories. Bnt what has become 
of the 259 children who were sent to 
prison! In my opinion it is most ob- 
jectionable that there should be two forms 
of committal. Under the present system 
you may have boys in the same re- 
‘ormatory who were first sent to prison, 
but who were no worse than the other 
boys who were sent direct to the school ; 
aud the fact of sending the lads to prison 
is calculated to create a very bad feeling 
among them. My noble and learned 
friend the Chancellor of the Duchy of 
Lancaster, whom [ am glad to see in his 
place to-day, told me recently of a case, 
which | fear is not an uncommon one, of a 
little boy of eleven years of age who had 
been sent to a reformatory for fourteen 
days for merely throwing stones. | should 
like to ask how many of your Lordships 
in your school days refrained from throw- 
ing stones. For myself, I confess that I 
have thrown many, but I did not suffer 
imprisonment for it. I feel very strongly 
on this point, and I think it is remarkable 
that this is the only country in Europe 
which compels children to qualify for the 
reformatory through a gaol. I hope [ 
may live to see the day, and that it will 
not be far distant, when no boy under 
fifteen or sixteen years of age will be sent 
to prison, except under very peculiar 
circumstances. I have often spoken to 
the superintendent of the reformatory 
schools in my own county, and he has 
told me that the boys committed to gaol 
hefore going to the reformatory have 


always proved the hardest to reform.. I. 


sincerely believe, ifit were made compulsory 


to send children direct to reformatories, | 
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that the percentage of reformations, which 
at this moment is about 90 per cent., 
would be considerably larger and that there 
would scarcely be a boy who, on his dis- 
charge from a reformatory, would not be 
able to earn his livelihood. As an old 
visiting magistrate of many vears standing, 
and chairman of a reformatory in my own 
county, I heartily thank the Government 
for having improved the circumstances 
under which boys are admitted into gaols 
at the present time, and for adopting 
classification. But they have not done 
enough. They must repeal the old Act, 
and not allow any boy to be sent to gaols 
except, as I have said, under very peculiar 
circumstances. It has been asked, ‘‘ What 
harm does it do to send boys to gaol first ?” 
I contend that it does a great deal of 
harm. The boys so sent retain the gaol 
mark, which tends to debar them from 
securing that employment which other- 
wise they might obtain. Under the 
circumstances, | hope your Lordships will 
give the Bill a Second Reading. 

Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 
=.” 

Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I am desired, on behalf of the 
Home Office, to say that the Government 
cordially supports the proposal of my 
noble friend. It is due to the noble Lord 
to say that he has taken an active part 
and shown a practical interest in this 
question. In 1893 he introduced a Bill 
similar to the one he is now submitting, 
but at that time it was thought that it 
would be better to allow the power of 
sending direct to the reformatory to be 
at the discretion of the magistrates. 
Since that time a Departmental Com- 
mittee has met and recommended the 
very measure which the noble Lord now 
submits to you. Further than that, in a 
Bill to be introduced on the part of the 
Government in a few days, it is proposed 
to insert a provision to prevent children 
being sent to gaol except under peculiar 
circumstances. The Bill of the Govern- 
ment will be closely identical with that 
of my noble friend, but I think the 
honour ought to remain with him of 
having introduced this beneficial reform, 
and, so far as they can do so, the Govern- 
ment will render him every assistance in 
carrying the Bill. 

*Lorp NORTON : My Lords, 1 
thoroughly agree with the principle of 
this Bill —namely, that children convicted 
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of crime should be punished otherwise 
than in common prisons. At the same 
time, children convicted more than once 
must not be allowed to go unpunished, 
and in some cases they may have to be 
dealt with in the same way as adult 
prisoners. The Act of 1893, which this 
Bill proposes to amend, 
in lieu of punishment children convicted 
of crime a second time may be merely 
sent to  reformatory schools. The 
sooner the idea of treating these schools 
asameans of punishment is got rid of 
the better. To treat schools as prisons 
is one of the greatest blunders we could 
possibly fall into. A penal school, if suck 
a thing were possible, would be a mon- 
strosity of the greatest cruelty and mis- 
chief, and I can conceive of nothing that 
would have a worse effect than treating 
a child differently to an adult by con- 


tinuing his punishment over a number of | 


years, and stamping him as a criminal for 
the whole of his childhood. 
commits a crime should be adequately 
punished, but when, as an after treat- 
ment, he is sent to school he should not 
be branded as a criminal. Reformatories 
are considered penal institutions because 


they are under the Home Office, but they | 


are as agreeable schools as any in the 
country. There is practically no differ- 
ence between reformatory schools and 
industrial schools, and they are 
treated indiscriminately by magistrates. 
The reformatory school, even if it were 
intended as such, cannot be made penal 
treatment, and I hope that treating these 
schools as penal institutions will be 
avoided altogether when we deal next 
year with the detail of the Eduea- 
tion Department. I shall endeavour, 
when this matter comes before the House, 
and I hope I shall be successful, to get 


these schools, both reformatory and in- | 


dustrial, transferred from the Home Office 
to the Education Department, to which 
they properly belong. I speak on this 
matter with some authority. I intro- 


duced the first Acts, both with regard to | 


reformatory schools and industrial schools, 
and I have devoted considerable atten- 
tion to their administration for half a 
century. 
liament that it was a mistake to treat 


these schools as penal institutions, I was | 
told that everyone was against me, but | 
the various Royal Commissions of inquiry 

Vv ' 


who have discussed the subject have 
gradually come round to my view on the 
Lord Norton, 


{LORDS} 


provides that | 


A child who | 


When I first suggested to Par- | 
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subject. Lord Aberdare’s Commission 
proposed bringing reformatories partially 
under the Education Office. The last 
Commission came entirely to my opinion, 
and the Chairman—Sir Godfrey Lush- 
ington—signed a special Report, opposed 
to these schools being treated in any sense 
as penal institutions, and recommending 
| that they should be part of the education 
system. In all these schools technical 
is given in addition to intellectual in- 
struction, and in this respect they 
are in advance of other national schools 
throughout the country. Therefore, if 
any change is to be made, it should be 
to make other publicly aided schools more 
like them, and to place them all equally 
under the Department to which they 
ought to belong. Children who have com- 
mitted crimes cannot, however, be relieved 
of punishment by these schools being put 
on a proper footing and cleared altogether 
of their penal character. “They must he 
adequately punished, and then sent either 
to a reformatory or to their homes. | 
recollect very well that some years ago 
'Sir William Harcourt, who was then 
Home Secretary, came to see my own 
reformatory in the neighbourhood of Bir- 
mingham, and he asked : “ Have none of 
these children decent homes?” Hearing 
that some had received a reply in the 
affirmative, he expressed his surprise that 
they were not, after punishment, sent 
home, when they would have to attend 
National schools ; and I agree with the 
right hon. Gentleman that only those chil- 
dren should be sent to a reformatory who 
have not decent homes to which to go. 
I wish both the Act which this Bill is in- 
tended to amend, and the Bill itself, were 
‘differently worded in order that their 
object should be made quite clear. It is 
certainly an important thing to prevent 
children: convicted of crime being punished 
'in common prisons. That is the true object 
|of this Bill, but as drafted it will not 
achieve that result. The only enacting 
‘clause in the Bill—and in my opinion 
there is nothing more dangerous than one- 
clause Bills—reads as follows : 





“The Reformatory Schools Act, 1893, shall 
be read and have effect as if the following 
proviso were added at the end of Section 1, 
that is to say: ‘ Provided that where — the 
offender is ordered to be sent to a certified re- 
formatory school he shall not in addition be 
sentenced to penal servitude or imprison- 
ment.’ ” 
| As a matter of fact, the offender is never 


} 


isent to a reformatory school, and in 
l 





617 
add 
to 1 
stan 
thin 
not 
in 

may 


C 
E 


ord 
the 


ord 
men 
Am 
toa 
to b 


PA 


H 
ordeé 
men 
and 


TI 


Li 
My 
leart 
Her 
side 
the 
Lor 
Inco 
of th 
for t 
I ho 
it co 


fi 
Lord 
Ques 
ment 
unde 
sider 
ment 
to th 








yn 


al 


lg 
In 








617 Message 


addition, but as a preliminary, sentenced | 
to imprisonment ; so that the Bill, as it | 
stands, proposes to provide against a | 
thing that is never done. The Bill does | 
not carry out the important object it has 
in view; which, however, magistrates | 
may be hoped to make it do. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read a second time (according to 
order), and committed to a Committee of 
the whole House on Monday next. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[Lords]. 


House in Committee (according to 


order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived : 


Amendments made: Bill re-committed 
to a Committee of the whole House ; and 
to be printed as amended. (No. 108.) 


FARNLEY TYAS MARRIAGES BILL 

| Lords}. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; | 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 





QUESTION. 


THE APPOINTMENT OF AN ADDI- 
TIONAL JUDGE. 

Lorp RUSSEL]. or KILLOWEN : 
My Lords, I beg to ask the noble and 
learned Earl the Lord Chancellor whether 
Her Majesty’s Government have con- 
sidered and are prepared to give effect to 
the urgent representations made to the 
Lord Chancellor, by (amongst others) the 
Incorporated Law Society and the Council 
of the Bar of England, as to the necessity 
for the appointment of additional Judges. 
I hope the noble and learned Earl will find 
it convenient to answer the Question. 





Tur LORD CHANCELLOR: My | 
Lords, my answer to the first part of the | 
Question is that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have considered the Question, and, | 
under the circumstances, they have con- | 
sidered it right to agree to the appoint- | 
ment of an additional Judge to be added | 
to the Equity Division. | 

House adjourned at twenty | 
minutes before Six o’clock, 
till To-morrow, a quarter | 
past Four o’clock. | 


{8 JUNE 1899} 


'* An Act to amend the 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Thursday, 8th June 1899. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
They have agreed to :— 


Pilotage Provisional Order Bill, with- 
out Amendment. 


Ilford Gas Bill, with Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled 
Congested 
Districts (Scotland) Act, 1897.” [Con- 
gested Districts (Scotland) Act Amend- 
ment Bill { Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to con- 
firm a Provisional Order made by the 
Education Department under the Elemen- 
tary Education Acts, 1870 to 1893, to 
enable the School Board for Liverpool to 
put in force the Lands Clauses Acts.” 


| (Education Department Provisional Order 
_ Confirmation (Liverpool) Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer further powers on the Lowestoft 


| Water and Gas Company in connection 


with their water undertaking ; and for 
other purposes.” [Lowestoft Water and 
Gas Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
enabling the North Eastern Railway 
Company and the Hull, Barnsley and 
West Riding Junction Railway and Dock 
Company to make a dock and railways at 
Hull ; and for other purposes.” [North 
Eastern and Hull and Barnsley Railways 
(Joint Dock) Bill [Lords]. 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
confer additional powers upon the North 
Eastern Railway Company for the con- 
struction of new railways and other 
works and the acquisition of additional 
lands ; and for transferring to the com- 
pany the North Holderness Light Rail- 
way Company ; and for other purposes.” 
[North Eastern Railway Bill [Lords]. 


Jones Divorce Bill [Lords] — That 
they do communicate Minutes of Evi- 
dence and Proceedings taken upon the 
Second Reading of Jones’ Divorce Bill, 


as desired by this House, with a request 


that the same may be returned. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS [Lords]. 

Standing Orders not previously inquired 
into complied with. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the first read- 
ing thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 
viously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz.:— 


TOTLAND WATER BILL [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
November last were distinctly misleading, 
‘and that a complete change of policy 


time. 


ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH (CARDIFF) BILL 
[Lords]. 

Mr. D. A. THOMAS (Merthyr-Tyd- 
vil): It is only necessary to detain the 
House a very short time in order to 
explain the Motion which appears on the 
Paper in my name. The Bill to which 
my Motion refers is called the “ All 
Saints’ Church (Cardiff) Bill,” and 


it has passed the House of Lords. | 


It has not yet been read a second time 
in this House, and, in fact, I take the 
opportunity of bringing up my Motion 
before the Bill comes on for second 
reading. My contention is that the 
Standing Orders of the House have not 
been complied with in this case. Hon. 
Members know that the Standing Orders 
provide in the case of Private Bills that | 
notice should be given in October or | 
November setting forth the objects of the 
Bill to be brought in, with a short ex- 
planation at the head of the notice de- 
scribing the main objects of the Bill. I 
do not want to go into the merits of the 
Bill, but I may say that the objects of 
the Bill are to sell the present parish 
church called All Saints, and to devote 
the funds partly to the building of a new 
church and partly towards the present 
church of Dewi Sant, and to substitute as 
parish church for the church about to be | 
sold the church about to be built. In| 
the notices published in the (Guzette and 
in the local newspapers in November last, | 
it was stated at the head that it was pro- 
posed that the church called the New 
Church of Dewi Sant, the Welsh Church | 
of the parish of All Saints’ should be | 
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constituted the parish church in place of 
the church it is proposed to sell. Now, 
the Bill itself provides for something very 
different indeed. Had it not been for 
what I regard as the very material changes 
between the objects as set forth in the 
notices and the objects provided for 
in the Bill, I suppose there would 
have been very little opposition to 
the Bill. The Bill itself provides, 
not that the church of Dewi Sant 
should be substituted as the parish church, 
but that the new church proposed to be 
built should be the parish church. Clause 
10 provides that ‘The new church (to be 
built) should, on and after its consecra- 
tion, for all purposes, take the place of 
and be in substitution for, the old church.” 
I contend that the notices given in 


occurred between the time of giving the 
notices and the introduction of the Bill. 
The Bill in due course came before the 
Examiners, and they reported that 
the Standing Orders were compiled with ; 
and I understand that there is no appeal 
against the decision of the Examiners. 
The only way to get out of the difficulty, 
it appears to me, is to refer the Bill back 
tothem. I do not believe that this would 
cause any delay, because they will be able 
to report in a few days, and the Bill has not 
yet been put down for a second reading 
in this House. [ do not wish to attach 
the smallest suspicion of blame to the 
Examiners. If I had been one of 
them I would have committed exactly 
the same mistake. Nor do I want to 
ascribe any blame to the Parliamentary 
agents of the promoters of the Bill, who 
are a firm of very high standing. But | 
cannot free myself from suspicion of 
doubt as to the action of the promoters. 
A friend of mind told me that in January 
he heard rumours that a change of policy 
had occurred, but, on inquiring, lie was 
assured that the church of Dewi Sant 
was to be made the parish church. I say 
deliberately that the notices given of this 
Bill were distinctly misleading, and have, 
in fact, misled the people of Cardiff. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That it be an Instruction to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, to whom 
the Bill is referred, that they do inquire and 
report as to whether Standing Order No. 3 
(notices by advertisement) has or has not 
been complied with.”—(Mr. D. A. Thoias.) 
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*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, 
Penrith): The view taken by the hon. 
Member for Merthyr Tydvil in this case 
has my warmest sympathy, although I 
am afraid I cannot recommend the House 
to accept the motion which he has just 
made. The case, ina few words, is simply 
this: that under the notices which were 
given of this Bill it was proposed, amongst 
other things, to “constitute the new 
church dedicated to Dewi Sant, situate in 
Howard Gardens, in the said parish of 
All Saints’, the Parish Church of the 
Parish and District Chapelry of All 
Saints’ in substitution for the existing 
Church of All Saints, and to make all 
such provisions and confer all such 
powers as may be necessary for accom- 
plishing that object.” In the short title 
of the notice which was given, this 
phrase occurs: ‘Constitution of the New 
Church of Dewi Sant as Parish Church.” 
I think that that is a wholly misleading 
notice, and I can quite understand that 
the inhabitants of Cardiff, seeing that 
notice of the Bill, thought that the 
Welsh church of Dewi Sant was to be 
constituted the parish church ; that that 
fell in with their views, and that they, 
therefore, would not take further objec- 
tion. They did not do what perhaps 
they ought to have done—send for a 
copy of the Bill, or at any rate inspect 
the Bill at the Private Bill Office of the 
House of Commons. It is only recently 
that they have discovered the omission 
in the Bill itself of provisions to 
carry out what was in the notice. 
It seems to me, as I have said, 
that the notice was very misleading, and 
that the public were led to expect that 
certain things would appear in the Bill. 
But when the Bill came to this House not 
only does this provision not occur, but 
the very opposite occurs that the new 
church to be built is to be the parish 
church of che parish of All Saints’. So 
much on the merits of the case. Then 
comes the question of procedure. Now, 
although I have not a very strong feeling 
on the matter, [ think it would not be a 


\8 JUNE 


very wise thing to send the Bill back to | 


the Examiners. It must be a matter of 
common knowledge that very often the 
notices go considerably beyond what is 
afterwards contained in the Bill. You 
cannot, under certain circumstances, 
expect that the Bill shall contain every- 
thing that is in the notice. There are 
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in November must contain proposals 
which, by the time the Bill reaches this 
House, it is obvious cannot be carried 
out. And, therefore, we cannot say that 
because a Bill does not carry out every 
particular in the notice there has been a 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders. 
lf the Bill went back to the Examiners 
they would only report that, though in 
certain respects it did not carry out all 
that was in the notice, there has not been 
non-compliance with the Standing Orders. 
To send it back, moreover, would cause a 
great deal of delay and a very consider- 
able amount of expense. Exception to 
the notices should also have been taken 
at an earlier stage, in the other House. 
For these reasons I do not ask the 
House to take that step on a ques- 
tion of procedure. When the Bill comes 
before the House there will be an oppor- 
tunity to excise or amend the clause to 
which the hon. Member objects, and to 
insert the proposal that the church of Dewi 
Sant shall be the parish church. To that 
no technical objection can be taken. The 
hon. Member's ease will not be prejudiced 
by waiting till that time, and therefore I 
should suggest that the House should not 
pass the motion standing in the hon. 
Member’s name, but reserve to itself the 
right to amend the Bill in Committee. 


Mr. D. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I do not think that the case is 
quite met by the course suggested by the 
Chairman of Committees. If we get the 
Bill sent back to the Examiners they 
will have to report that the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with. 
In Sir Erskine May’s, “ Parliamentary 
Practice,” it is said that ‘‘in preparing a 
3ill for deposit the promoters should be 
careful that no provisions are inserted 
which are not sufficiently alluded to in 
the notices.” Our complaint is that in 
the notices there was no sufticient indica- 
tion that the Bill would propose that the 
new church would be the parish church. 
It was quite the contrary. The notice 
was that the existing Welsh church of 
Dewi Sant should be the parish church. 
But when the Bill is laid on the Table of 
the House it turns out that another 
church is to be made the parish church, 
the new church of All Saints, in which 
the English services are to be carried on. 
The case comes back to the general pro- 
position I have read. In the notice in 


numerous cases in which notices drawn | November no sufficient indication was 
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given that it was intended to make the 


new All Saints’ Church the parish church, 
and therefore we ask that the Bill should 
be sent back to the Examiners, and that 
they should report whether the rule has 
been complied with. 


Str E. HILL 
upon the technical objection as to the 
sufficiency of the notice, but I wish to 
state that which I think the House ought 
to know, and which probably is the cause 
of the terms of the original notice not 
being in exact accordance with the Bill. 
Tha church of Dewi Sant is a church built 
by the subscriptions of those who thought 
that the Welsh-speaking population of 
the whole of Cardiff should possess a 
church in which their own language was 


used. The Welsh-speaking — popula- 
tion of All Saints’ is a very small 
and diminishing quantity. Under these 


circumstances it would have been im- 
possible to carry out the terms of the 
notice without destroying what the hon. 
Member opposite has rightly described as 
a thorough Welsh church, inasmuch as, as 
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(Bristol, S.): It is | 
not my intention to offer any remarks | 
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WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 
BILL, 


Regulations Bills. 


Read the third time, and passed. 


| WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 
| Read the third time, and passed. 


DUMBARTON BURGH BILL [Lords]. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION 
BILL. 


MARKETS 


As amended, considered : Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 


Mr. A. DE TATTON EGERTON reported 
from the Committee on Group 8 of Railway 
Bills; That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till 
Monday 19th June, at half past Eleven of 
the clock. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


soon as it becomes the parish church, the | 


services must necessarily be held in the 
language of the great majority of the 
parishioners. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. I 
think the hon. Member is going into a 
question which does not arise upon the 
Instruction, 


Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I quite 
agree with the view expressed by the 
Chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The House of Lords has passed 
this Bill, but it is still open to considera- 
tion by this House. How, therefore, can 
the public suffer any loss by anything 
that has been overlooked by the House of 
Lords? Hon. Members will have ample 
opportunity, when the Bill is brought 
forward, of correcting it. 


Mr. D. A. THOMAS: After what has 
fallen from the Chairman of Ways and 
Means I do not propose to press my 
motion to a division. 


Motion by leave withdrawn. 
Mr. D. Bryninor Jones, 


STANDING ORDERS, 
Resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee— 


“That, in the case of the Mersey Docks and 
Harbour Board (Pilotage) Bill [Lords], the 
Standing Orders ought to be dispensed with : 
—That the parties be permitted to proceed 
with their Bill.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


POLICE AND SANITARY 
TIONS BILLS. 


REGULA- 


Sir STAFFORD NORTHCOTE reported 
from the Select Committee on Police 
and Sanitary Regulations Bills; That 
the parties opposing the Warrington 
Corporation Bill had stated that the 
evidence of Joseph Parry, civil engineer, 
of Liverpool, and John James Lackland, 
civil engineer, of St. Helens, was essential 
to their case ; and it having been proved 
that their attendance could not be pro- 
cured without the intervention of the 
House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Joseph Parry and John 
James Lackland do attend the said Com- 
| mittee to-morrow, at Twelve of the elock: 
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Ordered, That Joseph Parry and John 
James Lackland do attend the Select 
Committee on Police and Sanitary Regu- 
lations Bills to-morrow, at Twelve of the 
clock. 

DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LIVERPOOL) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time ; Referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 228.] 


EDUCATION 


WATER AND GAS BILL 
{Lords}. 

Read the first time; and referred to 

the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


LOWESTOFT 


NORTH-EASTERN AND HULL AND 
BARNSLEY RAILWAYS = (JOINT 
DOCK) BILL [Lords]. 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 

NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 

{ Lords]. 

Read the first time ; and 

the Examiners of Petitions for 


Bills. 


referred to 
Private 


PETITIONS. 


POOR LAW RELIEF (DISFRANCHISE- | 


MENT). 
Two Petitions from Cardiff, for altera- 
tion of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, éc. 
SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 
Copy presented,—of further corre- 


spondence relating to the claim of the | 


South African Republic for damages on 


account of the Jameson Raid [by Com- | 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. 
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TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2282 to 2286 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


Returns, Reports, &e, 


Papers laid upon the Table by the 
Clerk of the House :— 

1. Inquiry into Charities (County 

of Carmarthen),—Further Return 


relative thereto [ordered 10th 
February 1898; [Mr. Grant 
Lawson | ; to be printed. [No. 
213.] 

2. Charitable Endowments (West 


Riding of the County of York), 
Charitable Endowments (Brad- 
ford), Inquiry into Charities 
(Parish of Halifax, including 
County Borough of Halifax), 
Inquiry into Charities (City 
of Sheffield), Leeds (Inquiry 
into Charities), | Huddersfield 
County Borough (Charities),— 
Further Returns relative thereto 
[ordered 10th August 1894, 13th 
May 1896, 8th February 1897, 
8th April 1897, 29th July 1897 ; 
[Mr. Francis Stevenson and Mr. 
Grant Lawson] ; to be printed. 
[No. 214.] 
WORKMEN’S TRAINS. 

Return ordered, “showing (1) the 
number of Workmen’s Trains running 
on all Railways in Great Britain ; (2) the 
distance run and the fares charged on 
each particular Train; and (3) the Re- 
| turn to be prepared as that issued by the 
‘Board of Trade dealing with London 
| Railways in 1897.”—(Mr. Moods.) 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS, 

Address for “Return showing the 
number of Experiments performed on 
Living Animals during the year 1898, 
under Licences granted under the Act 
| 39 and 40 Vic. c. 77, distinguishing Pain- 
less from Painful Experiments (in con- 
| tinuation of Parliamentary Paper, No 215, 
| of Session 1898).”—(Mr. Jesse Collings.) 


EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES) | 


(ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACTS), 
Copy presented,—of Report of the 


proceedings of the Charity Commissioners | 


for England and Wales, under the En- 
dowed Schools Acts, 1869 to 1889, for 
the year 1898 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


VOL, LXXII. [FourtTH SERizs.] 


ARMY (LENGTH OF SERVICE AND 
AGES OF MEN IN EACH UNIT). 
Address for “ Return with respect to 

| all Infantry Regiments to which one or 

'more Battalions have been added; the 

Return also to show the number of men 


| of the First Class Army Reserve recalled 


Z 
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to, and serving with, the Colours in each | and are the same immunities and privi- 
Battalion of such Regiments (in continua- | leges allowed to all Consuls, whether paid 


tion of Return [C. 8757]).”—(Mr. Arnold- 
Forster.) 


ARMY (LENGTH OF SERVICE AND 
AGES OF MEN IN NEW BATTERIES 
OF ROYAL ARTILLERY). 

Address for “Return showing the 
number of Men serving in each of the 
newly formed Batteries or Companies of 
the Royal Artillery, with the Age and 


Length of Service of the Men.”—(A/r. | 
| RUSSIA AND BRITISH LOAN 


Arnold-Forster.) 


EAST INDIA (MILITARY BULLET). 


Address for “ Copy of Reports on the 


effect of Military Bullet now in use in 
India.”.—-(Lord George Hamilton.) 


MALTA (POLITICAL CONDITION). 

Address for ‘‘Copy of a Despatch 
addressed to the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies by Sir Arthur Lyon Fre- 
mantle, late Governor of Malta, dated 
29th December, 1898, on the political 
condition of Malta; and of all recent 
Correspondence relative to the same.”— 
(Mr. M‘Iver.) 


QUESTIONS. 


THE MUSCAT INCIDENT. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, | 


Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the discussion of local details in 
relation to the Muscat incident has suffi- 
ciently closed to allow of the presentation 
of the Papers to Parliament. 

*ToeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): 
I am afraid the discussion of local 
details is not yet closed, and we cannot 
lay Papers at present. 


EXEMPTION OF FOREIGN CONSULS 


FROM TAXATION. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 


ask the Under Secretary of State for | 


Foreign Affairs what are the immunities 
and privileges (if any) in regard to the 
exemption from personal taxation enjoyed 
by the Consuls representing foreign coun- 


states 


the Queen’s Dominions. 


| by salary or by fees. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Consuls of foreign 
enjoy no special privileges or 
immunities, as a matter of right, in 
In the United 
Kingdom foreign Consuls are, however, 
exempted in practice, as a matter of 
courtesy, from payment of income tax 
on their official salaries, but not from 
other taxes. 


CON- 
TRACTS IN CHINA. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD (York): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the protest 
presented on 24th July by the British 
Minister at Pekin to the Tsung-li-Yamen, 
in which it was stated that England 
would not tolerate any interference of 
another Power with the British loan con- 
tract entered into freely by the Chinese 
Government, especially referred to the 
demand made by Russia at Pekin, on 11th 
June, 1898, and 19th July, 1898, that the 
portion of the line to be built should not 
be mortgaged to the British bondholders, 
and that no foreign control should be 
permitted even in case of default, both of 
which points were included in the pre- 


‘liminary contract between the Chinese 
| Government and a British corporation on 


7th June, 1898 ; and, whether the Foreign 
Office subsequently insisted on the British 
corporation withdrawing from the agree- 
ment the clauses objected to by Russia, 


despite the British Minister’s statement 


that England would tolerate no inter- 
ference in the matter. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The negotiations 
concerning the Northern Railways loans 
are detailed at length in the Blue-book, 
and must be considered in connection 
with the negotiations for a general settle- 
ment proceeding at the time. The 
British corporation was consulted, and 


‘agreed to the arrangements made upon 
| which 


their capital was successfully 


raised. 


RUSSIAN RAILWAY CONCESSIONS IN 
PERSIA. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 

ask the Under Secretary of State for 

Foreign Affairs when the agreement 


tries in different portions of the Empire ; | giving Russia priority of railway conces- 
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629 The Vang-Tsze 
sions in Persia expires ; and what Stops | 
Her Majesty’s Government pod 


taking, at the expiration of this agree- 
ment, to place England on an | 
footing with Russia as regards the con- 
struction of railways in Persia. | 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Nopublic announce. | 
ment has been made as to the agreement | 
in question, and it would be inexpedient 
for Her Majesty’s Government to make 
a declaration as to their intentions. 


BRITISH INTERESTS IN THE PERSIAN 


ULF. 


Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether, in view of the concessions 
granted to German capitalists for the con- 
struction of a railway through Asia 
Minor and Mesopotamia to Bagdad, Her 
Majesty's Government will notify the 
Porte that English interests in the trade 
of the Persian Gulf make it necessary for 
any line that may be hereafter constructed 
from Bagdad to Bussora and the Gulf to 
be entrusted to English capitalists. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : [am afraid I cannot 
make any statement as to the intentions 
of Her Majesty’s Government in this 
matter, but we are fully alive to the’ 
necessity of maintaining British interests 
in the Persian Gulf. 


RUSSIAN TAXES ON ENGLISH COM- 
MERCIAL TRAVELLERS. 


*Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Russian 
Government has lately imposed a tax of 50 
roubles on English commercial travellers | 
carrying on their business in Russia ; and | 
also a tax of 500 roubles, or over £50, on | 
the firms which they represent; and 
whether Her Majesty’s Ambassador at St. 
Petersburg has been instructed to make | 
representations tothe Russian Government 
against such charges as calculated to check | 
the development of trade between that | 


country and England. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The reply to the. 
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tions, before it can be decided whether 
Her Majesty's Government would be 
warranted in making any representations 
against the proposed charges. 


TONGA. 


Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.) : I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he is now in a 


| position to make his promised statement 


in reference to the recent visit of H.M.S. 
“Tauranga” to Tonga, the interviews of 
Captain Stewart with King George, 
and the further responsibilities, if any, 
incurred by Her Majesty’s Government 
in connection with this native kingdom. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: This agreement 
involves no liability on the part of Her 
Majesty’s Government, and it is therefore 
not thought desirable to publish it. 


MANCHURIAN RAILWAYS. 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South 
Molton): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
if the clause in the Anglo-Russian 
Agreement, that the Russian Govern- 
ment is at liberty to support con- 
cessions for a railway from the main 
Manchurian line in a_south-westerly 


direction, implies that the British Govern- 


ment will offer no objection to the 
construction of a railway joining Peking 
with the main Manchurian line. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The clause referred 


to in the Anglo-Russian Agreement does 


not, in the opinion of Her Majesty’s 
Government, cover the question of rail- 
way communication with Peking. 


THE YANG-TSZE VALLEY. 
Mr. LAMBERT: I beg to ask the 


Under Secretary of State for Foreign 


Affairs if any consent has been given by 
China, Russia, or any country to the geo- 
graphical definition of the Yang-tsze Valley 
as being the provinces bordering the 
Yang-tsze River and the provinces of 
Honan and Chekiang; and whether the 





two questions in the first paragraph is in| Government has got inserted in any rail- 
the affirmative. There are, however,| way concessions obtained by foreign 
several points in regard to which the| Powers in China a jproviso guarding 
precise manner in which the new law will | British goods from differential treatment 
be applied is open to doubt, and upon | or preferential rates, as suggested by Lord 
these points Her Majesty’s Ambassador | Salisbury’s despatches of the 24th Sep- 
has been instructed to ask for explana-| tember last. 


( 


Z2 
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*Mr. BRODRICK : The valley or basin 
of the Yang-tsze has been defined as stated 
in the question, and this definition was 
communicated to the Russian Govern 
ment, but there has been no occasion to 
invite the assent of the Powers to it. As 
will be seen from the papers just pre- 
sented, the Russian Government con- 
sidered the question of railway rates as 
too technical for insertion in a preliminary 
agreement, and that it should he settled he- 
tween the two Governments when the time 
came for its necessary consideration. Her 
Majesty’s Government will, of course, use 
their best efforts to prevent British goods 
being subjected to differential treatment 
on Chinese railways. 


BRITISH OFFICERS AT OMDURMAN. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can state 
what was the number of British officers 
present with each battalion of native 
troops at the Battle of Omdurman ; and 


whether care will he taken in any future | 


operations in the Soudan that the pro- 
portion of British officers to native troops 
shall be kept to the full standard. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: The number of 
British officers in Soudanese battalions 
is five, in Egyptian battalions four. 
not now possible to say what number of 
these were present with each battalion 
at the Battle of Omdurman, but battalions 
are kept complete or very nearly so to 
the above establishments. It is, of course, 
not possible on a campaign to secure that 
all officers will be present at an engage- 
ment. 


FUTURE MILITARY OPERATIONS 
IN THE SOUDAN. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether further military opera- 
tions on a considerable scale are to be 
undertaken in the Soudan in the autumn ; 
and, if so, whether they are to be carried 
out entirely by means of native troops, 
or whether British troops will also be 
employed. 

*Mr. BRODRICK : It is impossible for 
me to make any statement as to whether 
military operations may be necessary in 
the Soudan next autumn or not. Nor 
has any question arisen as to the nature 
of troops to be employed. 
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THE PATRIOTIC FUND. 


Mr. SPICER (Monmouth Boroughs) : | 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that the 
Patriotic Fund Commissioners have de- 
clined to re-admit a widow named Frances 
Lewis, of Newport (Mon.), who, as the 
wife of Patrick Driscoll, 1st Battalion, 1st 
Regiment of Foot, was two years in the 
Crimea, and underwent many of the 
hardships of that campaign; and, 
whether the decision will be reconsidered, 
seeing that she is now aged, again a 
widow, and almost absolutely dependent 
on the ratepayers. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. G. Wynpuaw, 
Dover): The case of Mrs. Lewis has been 
carefully considered by the Patriotic Fund 
Commissioners, and in view of the fact 
that there is not only no evidence of the 
death of her second husband, Charles 
Wilmott, but that the certificate of her 
third marriage has been unmistakably 
tampered with, they are unable to re- 
admit her to the list of recipients of the 
fund. 


ELECTRIC MOTORS IN THE NAVY, 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Admiralty whether an order has been 
issued, or is in contemplation, withdraw- 
ing from the engineering branch the con- 
trol of the various electrical motors, and 
placing these complicated machines in 
charge of lieutenants ; and whether it is 
contemplated that the necessary duty of 
overhauling and repairing the motors 
shall be performed by the engineering 
branch. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. G. J. GoOscHEN, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square): No change 
in the present Regulations as to the 
charge of electric motors is contemplated. 
In 1898 the torpedo officer, or where 
none is borne the gunnery officer, was 
made responsible for electric motors. 
Before that time electric motors were 
not specially mentioned in the Regula- 
tions, as there were scarcely any in the 
Service, but in the few cases in which 
they were fitted it was the practice for 
the torpedo officer to take charge of 
them. ‘The motors are kept in repair by 
the torpedo staff, 
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WATER-TUBE BOILERS. BLACKHEAD LIGHTHOUSE. 


Sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester,| Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 
N.E.): On behalf of the hon. Member for | behalf of the hon. Member for South 
West Belfast, I beg to ask the First Lord | Down, I beg to ask the President of the 
of the Admiralty when, and in what | Board of Trade, with reference to the 
form, it will be convenient to him to | erection of the new lighthouse at Black- 
present to the House the promised state- | head, county Antrim, whether he is aware 
ment with regard to the performance of | of the danger involved in delaying to 
the water-tube boilers on board Her | secure from the tenants and occupiers 
Majesty’s ships. | possession of the lands upon which it is 
— IN. Weare affnct tc haing | Proposed to construct the lighthouse 
bight Fog effort is being _ there ; whether, considering he increas- 
ecg Dee: a enact atement as 800N | ing value of land in the vicinity of White- 
as possible, but in view of the large|}° 


' A | head, which is adjacent to the place, a 
amount of current work in the office the | gi, and liberal offer will be are to the 
preparation necessarily takes some time. . 


S ts ash denadiindic 46. kecleles 3 tenants for their interest in the holdings 
P : explain 1 a" | required ; and if he can say about what 
answer to a question the form in which | 


the information will be given, but I shall be | CE ARTA SOE Oe 
glad to show it to the hon. Member. It; Mr. RITCHIE: As stated by me on 
will be, generally speaking, a continuation | 2nd June, in reply to the hon. Member 
of the Return No. 234 of 1895. for Gateshead, a site has been obtained 
| for the new lighthouse on the Blackhead. 
/Iam informed by the Commissioners of 
LIFE ASSURANCE IN THE UNITED| Irish Lights that the site can be entered 
KINGDOM. upon at once. re Board of Trade have 
Pe MELT no power to make any suggestion as re- 
Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.) : pet the amount te be paid to the 

I beg to ask the President of the Board tenants, which, in case of disagreement, 
of Trade whether the Board is obtaining | yj}] be determined by arbitration in 
Returns under the 3rd, 4th, 5th, and 6th | manner provided by statute. I under- 
schedules of the Life Assurance Com-| stand that tenders for the buildings will 
panies Act, 1870, from those members of | he invited very shortly, but I have no 
Lloyd's and others who have issued information as to the date upon which the 
policies of insurance upon human life | work is likely to be actually commenced. 
within the United Kingdom: and i 
whether such persons who have begun 
such business since the passing of the SIGNALMEN ON THE NORTH- 








Act have been required to make the > aceneree er , 

. ‘ P TASTERN RAILWAY. 
deposit of £20,000 specified in the 3rd . pindenas 3 sis | aiichdeae eae 
section thereof. Mr. FORTESCUE FLANNERY 


(Yorks, Shipley): I beg to ask the 
THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD | President of the Board of Trade if he 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): | will state to the House how many signal 
Iean only give the hon. Member the | boxes on the North-Eastern Railway exist 
same answer as I gave to the similar | jn which signalmen are on duty 12 hours 
question asked by him on the 12th July, | consecutively without any relief; and 
1897. The Board of Trade have no in-| whether the Board of Trade is taking 
formation that any member of Lloyd’s steps, in the interest of the safety of the 
or other individual has issued or incurred travelling public, to discourage such long 
any liability under such policies except | hours of continuous labour in positions 
as a member of a life assurance office. where concentrated attention to duty is 
essential for the safety of passengers. 


. JOIS - , . Mr. RITCHIE: The Board have not 
Sea ea: Otel the information asked for in the fist 
paragraph of the question. In cases 
under the Regulation of Railways Act, 

Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, I shall be glad if | 1893, the Board discourage continuous 
the hon. Gentleman will give me any | twelve-hour shifts in signal boxes. The 
infermation he can. amount of work to be done by signalmen 


( 


to hand the right hon. Gentleman copies 
of such policies which I hold in my hand? 
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varies largely, and the case of nearly | 
every box must be considered on its 
merits. 


South African 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: 
Will the right. hon. Gentleman take any 
steps to obtain the information referred 
to in the first paragraph ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: We have no power to 
compel the company to give the infor- 
mation, but if the hon. Member wishes it 
I will see what can be done. 


NEWBIGGIN-BY-THE-SEA FISHERIES. 
Mr. FENWICK (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck) : I beg to ask the President of 
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the Board of Trade whether his attention | 


has been drawn to the fact that property 
of the value of £110, belonging to the 
fishermen of Newbiggin-by-the-Sea, in the 
county of Northumberland, was destroyed 
last week by trawlers operating within 
the recognised limit ; and whether, seeing 
that these offences occur with great 
frequency, he is prepared to take any 
further steps to prevent the inshore fish- 
ing industry on the north-east coast being 
wilfully destroyed by the illegal opera- 
tions of these trawlers. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have received no 
information as to the alleged destruction 
of fishing gear at Newbiggin, but the 
matter was referred to at the annual 
Fishery Conference on the 6th instant. 
Trawling within this district is pro- 
hibited by bye-law made by the North- 
umberland Sea Fisheries Committee, and 
it is for that body to take such steps as 
may be necessary to enforce their own 
bye-law. 


SCOTTISH EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
CIRCULARS. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate, w Sali 
he rill furnish Members desiring it with 
copies of the circulars of the Education 
Department which have been issued since 
the publication of last year’s report, so 
that they may be in their hands before 
the discussion of Scotch Estimates. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 


the course of a year are numerous, and 
several of them have reference only to. 
unimportant details of routine business. | 
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All that are of general interest are on 
sale, and may be ‘obtained at small cost, 
and it has never therefore been considered 
necessary to have them printed and dis- 
tributed as Parliamentary papers. In 
any case the request could not be com- 
plied with before Friday of next week. 


BRITISH COLUMBIA AND THE 
JAPANESE. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether recent enactments by 
the Legislature of the Province of British 
Columbia in reference to the immigration 
of Japanese have been disallowed at the 
instance of Her Majesty's Government ; 
and, if so, upon what grounds. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Certain laws enacted 
by the Legislature of the Province of 
British Columbia imposing disqualifica- 
tions on Japanese have been disallowed 
by the Government of Canada at the 
instance of Her Majesty’s Government on 
the ground that they were offensive to a 
friendly Power. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC—THE 
BLOEMFONTEIN CONFERENCE. 
Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether he is in a position to make any 
statement to the House with regard to 
the Conference at Bloemfontein. 


The following questions on the same 
subject also appeared on the paper :— 


Mr. DILLON: To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies when he expects 
to be able to lay upon the table papers in 
reference to recent negotiations with the 
Government of the Transvaal. 


Mr. DILLON: To ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he is in 
a position to make a statement as to the 


| result of the Conference between Presi- 


dent Kruger and Sir A. Milner. 


Mr. PHILIP STANHOPE (Burnley): 
To ask the Secretary of State for the 


Colonies when he will make a full state- 
circulars issued by the Department in | 


ment as to the causes of the failure of 
the Conference between President Kruger 
and Sir Alfred Milner; and whether he 
| will undertake that, pending the presen- 
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tation to Parliament of the official reports 
of the proceedings of the Conference, 
Her Majesty’s Government will proceed 
with no action tending to the possible 
rupture of diplomatic relations between 
this country and the Government of the 
Transvaal. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT : Toask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether he will 


cause to be printed and at once circulated | 


to Members copies of the Outlanders’ 


petition received some weeks since from | 


the Transvaal, and also of the counter- 
petition. 


Mr. J. 
fortunately true that the Conference has 
broken up without any result, and a new 
situation has thus been created. Presi- 
dent Kruger has rejected the proposals 


for a settlement offered by Sir Alfred | 


Milner, and the alternative suggested by 
him was considered by Sir Alfred Milner, 
and is now considered by Her Majesty’s 


Government, as entirely inadequate. [| 


have not yet received the Memorandum 
which Sir Alfred Milner informs us he 


has communicated to the Press on the | 


subject of the Conference. He under- 
stood that this memorandum would be 


telegraphed by Reuter verbatim to this | 


country, but owing to some unexplained 
cause it has not yet arrived. 


lished 
respects with Sir 
count. I understand that the discussion 
turned mainly on the question of the 


in the meantime agrees in all 


franchise. Sir Alfred Milner was of | 
opinion that the exclusion of the Uit- | 


landers from representation was the root 
of the difficulties which have arisen, and 
that it was desirable, if possible, to come 
to an arrangement on this point before 
dealing with other questions in dispute 


between the two Governments. Sir Alfred | 
franchise | 
should be given to all naturalised aliens | 


Milner asked that the 


who have resided five years in the 


country, with retroactive effect, and a/| 


fair amount of representation be con- 
ceded to the new population. President 


Kruger’s proposal was substantially as_ 


follows: First, that aliens who were 


resident in the country before 1890) 


might naturalise and have the full fran- 
chise in two years’ time; secondly, 


{8 JungE 1899} 


CHAMBERLAIN: It is uan-} 


I am there- | 
fore unable to say whether the state- | 
ment of the Government of the South | 
African Republic which has been pub- | 


Alfred Milner’s ac- | 
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that the bulk of the Uitlanders might be 
naturalised in two years’ time, and might 
receive the franchise five years later— 
that is to say, in seven years from the 
| present time. Between the period of 
|naturalisation and that of receiving 
| the franchise they would have to aban- 
| don their present nationality, and would 
‘have no rights of nationality in the 
| Transvaal. The President also attached 
to his offer certain conditions as to 
a pecuniary qualification, and the 
proof of possession of civil rights in 
the country from which the alien had 
‘come. It is not clear whether the 
|further condition, that a majority of 
two-thirds of the burghers would be 
required to confirm the possession of the 
franchise, would be insisted upon. The 
| President agreed that three members 
'might be added to the representation of 
the mining districts, thus giving to them 
five members out of a total of thirty- 
/one. According to these proposals no 
change whatever would take place for 
two years, and then only in the case of a 
|small minority of the Uitlanders who 
| had resided eleven years in the Transvaal. 
| The whole of these proposals were made 
| subject to an agreement by this country to 
| refer all differences with the Transvaal 
| to the arbitration of a foreign Power. 
| Sir Alfred considered these proposals as 
| 
! 





altogether inadequate, and further in- 
formed the President that Her Majesty’s 
Government would not consent to the 
intervention of any foreign Power in dis- 
putes between themselves and_ the 
Government of the South African Re- 
| public. The President also asked for 
the incorporation of Swaziland, but does 
not appear to have pressed this claim. 
He also demanded that the question of 
'an indemnity for the Jameson raid 
| should be settled ; and was informed by 
'Sir Alfred Milner that the British 
South Africa Company had agreed, in a 
despatch which was then on its way, 
that, while protesting against the amount 
of the claim sent in as altogether un- 
reasonable, they would nevertheless 
consent to submit to arbitration the 
amount of damages for any material 
injury suffered by the Transvaal in con- 
sequence of the Jameson raid. The 
question of the dynamite monopoly was 
touched upon, but, in view of the failure 
/to come to an agreement with regard to 
| the franchise, it was reserved for further 


| discussion between the two Governments. 
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I have to add that the despatch inanswer, THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
to the petition of the Uitlanders to the SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, 
(Queen, which was sent to the High Com-| E.): No, Sir; I think that would be 
missioner before the invitation to the expedient. 
Conference was received from the Presi- | 
dent of the Orange Free State, and which | gp a~HING FATALITY AT ALDERSHOT, 
had been held back pending the result of Silat : 
the Conference, will now be communi-,. MR. JEFFREYS (Hants, N.): I 
cated to the Government of the South | beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
African Republic, and as soon as they for War whether he is aware that Private 
have received it will be laid on the Table | D. Jackson, of the 2nd Black Watch, was 
with other papers, including the petition drowned whilst bathing in the canal at 
of the Uitlanders to the Queen, and the Aldershot on 28th May, and that there 
counter-petition of other Uitlanders to Were no appliances for saving life in the 
the Government of the South African Vicinity ; and whether proper bathing 
Republic. | places will be established for the use of 
the soldiers at Aldershot. 


Mr. MACLEAN : May I ask the; *Mr. WYNDHAM: I regret to say 
right hon. Gentleman if he will include | that a soldier of the Royal Highlanders 
in those Papers the instructions he gave | was drowned in the canal, notwithstand- 
to Sir Alfred Milner for his guidance ing the praiseworthy efforts of a comrade 
at the Conference ? to save him. The man was bathing con- 

, - +. q:..| trary to orders, as the bathing season had 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir ;| a7Y £0 oreers , age’ 
: . > not commenced. When bathing is per- 
that will not come into the present Blue- _ . . ?. 
> . mitted, certain hours are specified and 
book. A subsequent Blue-book will have | _. 2 heneecly 
. picquets with the necessary apparatus for 
to be published as soon as we get the full | * , ; . 

‘ ), | saving life are detailed at three bathing 
report of the Conference, and that will : eo aaa 
tit dl thn teateetions | neue places. I may add that money is taken 
ee i ita |in this year’s Estimates for the provision 

of a swimming bath at Aldershot. 


Mr. DILLON : I wish to point out that | 
the right hon. Gentleman has not fully; Mr. JEFFREYS: May I ask whether 
answered my question as to when he! Jast week the weather was not hot enough 
expects to lay onthe Table the Papers foy bathing at Aldershot ? 
relating to the Transvaal. I understood r 
the right hon. Gentleman to say that he| | *Mr. WYNDHAM: This private was 
will lay immediately the despatches and | drowned, Tam sorry to say, on Sunday, 
reply to the Uitlanders’ petition, and that | the 28th May. 
further Papers will be laid at a later date. | 
! ce a urge » the right ; MILITARY PRISONS, 
rentleman the view that a situation has A BATT ‘ON 
now arisen when the Government ought De: Range AEN {Rhercoeeantt, 
to lay before the House all the Papers W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
relating to the negotiations which they 
propose at any time to communicate to 
the House. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Govern- | 
ment cannot lay Papers on the Table until 
they get them. T cannot possibly receive 
“a a a containing what has THE METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
taken place at the Conference for ; 
three ate. As soon Ps | at ae . CaPraln NORTON : I beg to ask the 
propose to lay them on the Table. Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 

; ment whether he can state if any diffi- 
| culty is experienced at the present time 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMANN in obtaining an adequate supply of suit- 
(Stirling Burghs): I presume the Colo- | able recruits for the ranks of the Metro- 
nial Office Vote will not be taken before politan Police ; and by what number that 
these Papers are received ? _ force is short of its established strength. 


of State for War when the Annual Report 
of the Inspector-General of Military 
Prisons wiil be presented to the House. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I hope to present 


this Report before the end of the month. 
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641 Legal Education 
*TuE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


| THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 


WuiteE Rip.ey, Lancs., Blackpool) : The 
answer to the first paragraph is in the 
negative. It is necessary, in order to 
provide a margin for temporary augmen- 
tations, to keep the force below its 
authorised strength, and it is at the pre- 
sent moment 285 short ; but this includes 
a recently authorised augmentation of 
100 men for whom recruiting has not yet 
commenced. The actual deficit therefore 
is 185, which is below the average of the 
past seven years. These figures take no 
account of the 75 men now being trained 
in the preparatory class. 


ALLAHABAD HIGH COURT--LADY 
BARRISTERS. 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for India whether his attention has | 


{8 Jung 1899} 


in India. 642 


| colleges teaching up to the full course of 
the University law degree ; and whether 
‘he will state upon what grounds the 
Bombay Government have now decided 
to pursue a different policy, and consider 
| it not advisable that the control of higher 
legal education in Bombay should be 
| wholly or partially in private hands. 
Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
‘facts are as stated in the first paragraph 
|of the question. The grounds on which 
the Bombay Government decided that 
‘the control of higher legal education 
should not in Bombay be allowed to pass 
to private institutions are thus stated in 
'a letter from that Government of the 
| 1st September, 1898 :— 
| “In the opinion of this Government it is 
| inadvisable to allow the control of higher legal 
/ education to pass to private institutions, for 
the administration of the law is undoubtedly 
a part of the general administration of the 


country, and in spite of the fundamental dis- 
there is a 





been drawn to the unsuccessful applica- sociation of law from polities 
tion of Miss Sorabji for permission to | — arene = re of legal in- 
plead before the Allahabad High Court ; pst than 
whether he is aware that the lady 
referred to has taken law honours at; Str WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I 
Oxford and has passed the LL.B exami- | beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
nation of the Bombay University, and | India whether for the last few years the 
has complied with all the necessary | Bombay Government have contributed 
regulations ; and whether he will state | nothing to the support of the Govern- 
the grounds upon which she is prevented | ment Law School, but on the contrary 
from practising before the High Courts | have made a yearly profit of about 
of India. Rs.8,000 from the fees paid by the 
Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror | students, and have now resolved to raise 
INDIA (Lord Guo. Hammron, Middle- | ese fees; whether he is aware that the 
sex, Ealing): I am aware that Miss | Bombay Government refused to sanction 
Sorabji applied to the High Court for | the affiliation of the proposed private 
permission to practise as a pleader, and | College of Law on the ground that they 
that the Court, which has an absolute | desired to improve the Gevernment School 
discretion in the matter under Letters | bY means of these enhanced fees, and were 
Patent, refused its assent to her applica- | therefore unwilling that students should 
tion. Ido not know what honours Miss | be diverted to another institution ; and 
Sorabji may have taken at Oxford or else- | whether this ane ae of the establish- 
where, nor do I know the grounds of the | ment of a private College of Law has been 
sanctioned by the Government. 


Court’s refusal ; but I think it probable | 
that in was on account of her sex, which| *Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: It is 
would equally have debarred her from! a fact that the fees received at the 
practising in any court of law in this | (jovernment Law School at Bombay have 
country. | during recent years exceeded the expen- 
= PS ee 'diture, but I doubt whether the average 
LEGAL EDUCATION IN INDIA, | exceas has been so much as_ Rs.&8,000 ; in 
Sik WILLIAM WEDDERBURN | 1896-97 it was only Rs.3,190. It is also 
(Banffshire): I beg to ask the Secretary | true that the Bombay Government have 
of State for India whether he is aware | resolved to raise the fees ; but this is not 
that the control of legal education in|to make a profit out of fees, but to 
Calcutta is wholly in private hands, the | make the new organisation self-support- 
Government Presidency College having | ing. I answered the second and_ third 
no law department, and the four private | paragraphs of the question in my reply 
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to the hon. Member's question of} *Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: My 
the 16th May last. The question of the | attention has been called to these pro- 
fees had nothing to do with the refusal of | spectuses, which appear to have been 
the Bombay Government to sanction the issued in London for the purpose of ex- 
application of the private institution to ploiting a concession alleged to have been 
the Bombay University. granted by one Mathu Krishnam, Zemin- 
dar of Ramangavaram and Mullur, in the 
*Str WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: Warangal District of Hyderabad State, 
Will the noble lord ascertain from the The Government of His Highness the 
Bombay Government which of the con- Nizam brought the matter to the notice 
tradictory reasons they rely upon for pre- of the Government of India, and re 
venting the establishment of this private ported that they had nothing to do with 
college ! this alleged concession; and _ that, 
*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: No, inasmuch as no Zemindar has the right 
to lease minerals to an English Company 
without their consent and that of the 
; ees ee . Government of India, any contract pur- 
PASTEUR INSTITUTE FOR INDIA. | porting to deal with mining rights which 
Sirk WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I) may have been made by the Zemindar is 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for) null and void. 
India whether his attention has been | 
drawn to the proceedings of the Central | INDIAN SUGAR TRADE. 
Committee of the Pasteur Institute, held) Capratn SINCLAIR (Forfar): I beg 
on the 15th April last, at the office of the to ask the Secretary of State for India if 
Director-General, Indian Medical Service, | he will be good enough to state the quan- 
at Simla (the Director-General himself in | tities of sugar, raw and refined, entering 
the chair), when it was proposed to ask | India during the year 1898-9, specifying 
the Government to make a grant for a in each case the countries of origin. 
Pasteur Institute, and to place it undera’ =. opp) GEORGE HAMILTON: The 
Government medical officer ; whether this trade returns for March, 1899, give the fol- 
committee has been formed with the) lowing figures as the imports of sugar into 
sanction of Government ; and whether it | [ygia during the year 1898-99 :— 
is proposed to grant them the assistance | gf : 
asked for. ‘ _ Refined Sugar. sila 
*Lorp GEORGE HAMILTON: (1) 1) *70™ Austria Hungary 1,003, (3f owt. 
” y J,g1 ” 
have seen a newspaper report of the meet- , Mauritius 1,793,607 ,, 
ing of the Pasteur Institute Committee , China 185,682 ,, 
to which the question refers. (2) The Save 162,500 


sir, | can add nothing to my answer. 


Bp tigen “ros » Java 2,00 
Se re Rr India he I <a i ,, Straits Settlements 75,656 ,, 
aware of the formation an proceedings 0 a Other countries 69,757 








the committee; but I ascertained some 3 = 
weeks ago that they had not decided on Total 3.764.910 ewt. 
their course of action. They hoped, how- ais 
ever, to deal with the subject during the 
present summer. 


Unrefined Sugar. 
From all countries 312,778 cwt. 
I have as yet received no details 
MINERAL RIGHTS IN HYDERABAD | regarding the countries from which this 
STATE. | unrefined sugar came. It may be added 
Sir ANDREW SCOBLE (Hackney, | that 167,644 cwt. of foreign refined 
Central): I beg to ask the Secretary of | Sugar were re-exported from India during 
State for India whether his attention has | the year. 
been called to certain prospectuses of the ae 
Godaveri Estates, Fimited, and the SAVINGS BANK INQUIRY, 
Godaveri Valley Collieries, Limited, pur-| SiR JOHN LENG (Dundee) : I beg 
porting to deal with mining and other | to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
rights in the Zemindari of Ramangavaram | if he can state to what kind of committee 
and Mullur, in Hyderabad State; and | the proposed inquiry into the financial 
whether the Zemindar has power to give! relations of the State to savings banks 
a lease of the mineral rights on his | will be referred, and the scope of the 
estate. | reference. 
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Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX-| question, to explain the precautions taken 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu,| by the Board for the detection of the 
Bristol, W.): I have fulfilled the inten- | adulteration of tea; but I shall be happy, 
tion I expressed of consulting with if the hon. Member wishes it, to supply 
several hon. Members who have taken a|him with particulars. The Board of 
special interest in this subject; and a| Customs, as at present advised, do not 
strong opinion has been expressed to me | consider that there is any need for alter- 
by some whose views I feel bound to ing the existing regulations, but if, as a 
respect that such a matter ought not to | result of the investigation now in progress, 
be referred to a Select Committee with- | it should appear advisable to make such 
out a definite indication of the views of alterations or to increase the number of 
the Government. There would also be | tea inspectors, the necessary steps will be 
some difficulty in constituting a Com-| taken at once. Meantime a circular has 
mittee at this time of the year, as some | been issued to the tea inspectors directing 
Members whose services I should much | them to administer the existing regula- 
like to secure are already engaged on/| tions with special care. 
other work. I intend, therefore, to insti- | 
tute certain preliminary inquiries, with | 
the assistance, I hope, of someone with | 
practical knowledge of the working of | 
savings banks; and I hope to base on) 
them a proposal which may be con-| Mr. GOSCHEN: It has already been 
sidered by a Select Committee early next begun. 
session. This will not involve any real | 
delay, as no legislation could in any case | 
take place this year. | IRELAND—RIOTING AT COOKSTOWN. 
| Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the 
non iii alii | Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
TEA ADULTERATION. of Ireland ‘vine he is aware 
SiR FORTESCUE FLANNERY: I| that on the 21st April last, while 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex-| a private meeting of the Irish National 
chequer if his attention has been called | Foresters, of Cookstown, was being held 
to a statement in the Press, that a quarter | in their own hall, an attack was made on 


Stir FORTESCUE FLANNERY : 
When will the inquiry be held? 





of the caper teas and half of the dust 
teas now imported should be confiscated | 
under the Food and Drugs Act of 1875, 
by reason of their containing 20 per cent. 
of earthy matter and sand; whether he | 
will explain the nature of the precautions | 
taken by the Customs Department in 
London for the detection of such 
adulteration, and whether the number 
of samples analysed could be increased 
with advantage: and, whether, having | 
regard to the fact that the descriptions | 
of tea above named are for the most part | 
consumed by the humbler classes least | 
able to protect themselves against | 
adulteration, he will increase the staff of | 
inspectors especially allocated to the 
duties of sampling and analysis of caper 
and dust teas. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: My attention has 
been called to this matter. The Board 
of Customs have, in view of representa- 
tions made to them by certain firms and 
of statements in the Press, ordered a full 
inquiry to be made. It is not easy, 
within the limits of an answer to a| 





| 


‘the hall, and the windows smashed, by 


an Orange drumming party; and will 
he explain why the police were not 
present while the attack on the hall was 
going on, why no arrests were made, 
and why no one has been prosecuted. 


*THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): I am aware of the occurrence 


| referred to in the first paragraph. After 


the drumming party had marched through 
the streets it halted opposite the 
Foresters’ Hall and continued drumming, 
at the same time hooting and _ yelling. 
When the drumming party had passed 


it was found that four panes of 
glass in the hall had been broken. 
The damage is estimated at ten 
shillings. A party of police was 


present on the occasion, but they saw no 
windows broken when the drumming 
party was passing, and did not become 
aware of the fact until afterwards. This is 
accounted for by the noise caused by the 
crowd, which was a large one. Every 
possible inquiry has been made with the 
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view of obtaining evidence against the 
persons concerned in the breaking of the 
windows, but so far without success. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION, COUNTY 
CAVAN. 

Mr. YOUNG (Cavan, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that the judgments in two sittings of the 


Sub-Commissioners held in Bailieborough, | 
Sober! 


county Cavan, 7th and 8th March and 


10th May, have not yet been communi- | 


cated to the tenants ; whether he is aware 
that this delay is disapppointing to many 
of those who are offered and desire to 
purchase their holdings under the Land 
Act ; and whether he can say at what 
time the decision of the Land Commission 
will be made known. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Judgments 
have been delivered in a few of the cases 


heard at Bailieborough on the 7th and | 
It is expected, however, | 
that the decisions will be announced on | 


8th March last. 


the 24th instant in the remaining cases, 
as well as in a large number of the cases 


subsequently heard on the 10th ultimo | 


at the same place. The inspection and 
office work necessary to complete these 
cases is being proceeded with as rapidly 
as possible. 
information on the subject referred to in 
the second paragraph of the question. 


COMMISSION, 
VALUERS. 
Mr. YOUNG: I beg to ask the Chief 


IRISH LAND 


Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether he is aware that in those | 


cases where landlords and tenants agree 
to fix fair rents on the report 
cow't valuators there is great delay in 
securing the valuation; that in many 
instances four months will elapse after 


applying to the Land Commission before | 


there is a response ; and whether there 
is any reason for this delay. 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There has 
been some delay in referring a number of 
the applications mentioned to the court 
valuers for inspection, but the delay has 
been unavoidable owing to the work in 
other districts in appeal cases, and it is 
expected that all such applications will 
have heen referred to the valuers. before 
the end of July. 


{COMMONS} 


The Commissioners have no | 


COURT | 


of two | 


Commissioners, Ireland. 648 


IRISH INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 


| CapTaiIn DONELAN: On behalf of 
| the hon. Member for South Down, I beg 
‘to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference to 
| the complaint of Mr. Fagan, inspector of 
‘industrial schools in Ireland, that the 
children now committed in Ireland are 
‘rather destitute than criminal, whether 
he is aware that the circulars sent from 
Dublin Castle discouraging the magis- 
| trates from making such committals has 
raised considerable indignation through- 
out the country; that the Industrial 
Schools (Ireland) Act provides that such 
destitute children are proper subjects for 
| committal under this Act; and that out 
/of 396 boys discharged from industrial 
|schools in Ireland from 1894 to 1896 
(both inclusive) 347 are found doing well, 
}and 31 only re-convicted ; and out of 49 
girls 47 are doing well, and not one re- 
| convicted ; and, whether, considering the 
good results of the present system, the 
closing of some of the prisons in Ireland, 
and the reduction of the number of 
prisoners in several others, he will con- 
sider the advisability of withdrawing or 
modifying the Circular referred to, 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The words 
| attributed to Mr. Fagan will be found in 
his last Annual Report on Reformatory 
and Industrial Schools in Ireland. These 
words should be read with the context, 
when it will appear that in using the 
| word criminal the inspector meant not 
alone actual criminals, but waifs and 
potential criminals. The statistics quoted 
‘in the question refer not to industrial 
school cases, but to those of reformatory 
schools. There is no intention to with- 
draw or modify the Circular mentioned. 


Captain DONELAN: Is the right 

hon. Gentleman aware that this new rule 
may possibly lead to the closing of some 
| of these schools altogether? 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is not a 
| new rule at all, and I have no reason to 
believe that it will lead to the closing of 
any schools, 


LAND COMMISSIONERS, 

IRELAND. 

Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether the Irish 
‘Land Sub-Commission has been appointed 
| 


ASSISTANT 
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County Kildare. 650 


for a fixed term of three years; whether drain of the Irish population to foreign 
this rule will apply to all future appoint- | countries ! 


ments ; 
change been made. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 


and, with what object has the | 


there is any 
Presumably | mittee. 


*Mr.G. W. BALFOUR: I do not think 
occasion for such a Com- 
As far as I am able to judge, 


the hon. Member refers to the Rule made | the number of emigrants from Ireland to 
by the Land Commission on the 13th | America depends ‘much more upon the 
March last, and which has been laid on the | state of trade in America than on any 


Table. That Rule provides that 
porary Assistant Commissioners appointed | 
by the Lord Lieutenant after the date | 
thereof and before the 31st day of March, 


1902, shall hold office, subject to the pro- | 


visions of the Land Act of 1881, up to 


and including the 31st day of March, 1902, | 


save that where any such Temporary 
Assistant Commissioner has attained the | 
age of 65 years he shall not be appointed 
or re- appointed for a continuous period | 
greater than one year. It is clear from 
the wording of this Rule that its applica- 
tion is limited to appointments 
before the date mentioned. 
of the Rule is to give as long a tenure of 
office to Temporary Assistant Com- 
missioners as is consistent with the con- 
venience of the Service. 


IRISH EMIGRATION TO 


Captain DONELAN: I 
the Chief Secretary to the 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware 
that Irish emigration to America con- 
tinues upon an extensive scale, and has 
considerably increased this year as com- 
pared with the same period last year ; 


AMERICA. 


heg to ask 
Lord Lieu- 


made | 
The object | 
'and have lodged with the Land Commis- 


and whether it is intended to take any | 


steps to revive Irish industries with a 
view to provide Irish workers with em- 
ployment in their own country. 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: It is the fact 
that the number of emigrants from Ire-| 
land to the United States during the past | 
five months is larger than the number in 
the corresponding period of 1898, in 
which year, however, 


emigrants was smaller than for many 
years back. But the number of emi- | 


grants from Ireland to the United States 
and other countries during the past five | 
months is considerably. 


Tem- | other cause. 


LAND PURCHASE ACTS. 


Mr. YOUNG: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, with reference to the unreasonable 
delay complained of by the tenants and 
owners of land in Ireland in carrying out 
the Land Purchase Acts (Ireland), whether 
his attention has been called to an estate 
in Chancery near Kingscourt ; whether 
he is aware that a number of tenants on 
that estate have agreed with the land- 
lords to purchase at a price already fixed, 


sion the usual affidavits under the Land 
Purchase Acts, and no court valuer has 
since been sent to inspect the holdings ; 
and if he can state the cause of delay or 
say when the court valuer will come 
down to inspect these holdings. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The hon. 
Member’s question does not contain suffi- 
cient information to enable the particular 
estate referred to to be identified. If he 
will communicate with me on the subject 
I will cause further inquiry to be made. 


AGRICULTURAL GRANT, 
COUNTY KILDARE. 


Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 


THE 


'I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
| the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 


the number of irish | 
| tural Grant, 


} 


less than the | 


average numbers for the corresponding | 


period in the ten years 1889 to 1898. 


Captain DONELAN: Will the right 


| 


‘he has seen the statement of the 
‘Secretary of the Kildare County 
Council that a sum of £753 had been 
‘struck off the amount to which the 
Council were entitled under the Agricul- 
notwithstanding the fact 
that exceptional circumstances existed 
which should have increased rather than 
diminished the county’s share of the 
grant ; whether he is aware that the Local 
Government Board has failed in response 


| to the application of the Secretary of the 


Council to afford any information as to 
the basis on which they calculated the 
-amount of the grant; and whether he 


hon. Gentleman appoint a Committee to | will order the ‘required information to 
inquire into the causes of this steady | be given. 








651 Agricultural Grant, {COMMONS} _ County Roscommon. 652 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The amount | which bear directly on the administration 
of the reduction made by the certificate of the Local Government Board, shall be 
of the Local Government Board was circulated as a Parliamentary paper ? 
£289, not £753 as stated in the question. 

All exceptional circumstances were con- *Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: If the hon. 
sidered in this case. The information , Member will give me a list of the General 
asked for by the County Council was not | Orders which he would like so dealt 
given, but I propose to lay on the Table | with, I will see if it can be carried out. 
of the House a general memorandum | 
explaining the methods adopted by the a ie ; 
Local Government Board in calculating CORK COUNCIL CONTRACTS. 
the amount of the grant. Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
_ Lieutenant of Ireland, whether the Local 
IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ORDERS. | Government Board informed one of the 
" iad r neils early in the year that a 

Mr. DILLON: To ask the Chief Sec- | girector of a ‘letanaik re del which 
retary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, | }44 « contract with the Council coal 
whether he can undertake to have the sat ten ae ak dhe Caseeil » pe 
Orders in Council, General Orders, and | ¥) other. as Article 12, Sub-section 5 (c 
Rules issued hy the Local Government | all-in, deine at ienanahs Onde 
Board, and the Rule of Court in connec- | 1898 srttien Rok Giaitiealiine hc 
tion with the Local Government (Ireland) ona A a ee Soe eatinas in ant ‘lis 
Act, collected in one volume and issued to | ie ; & nani 1 ~ 
Members before the vote for the Irish sm saa ad * Me reat ae Fs : 
Local Government Board is taken. pte a ae - poe age tegen Local 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: There are Geviient Board to issue fresh in- 
some cases in which the Local Govern- | structions on the subject. 
ment Board Orders referred to may *Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Local 
require modification, and I would rather Decedinians Board on salle senile ae 
that they were not collected and printed nes tiie Gas lh ab te eh in 
in a permanent form until these cases have 44, a acai bat Th thn ten 
been considered. Apart from that, the Shae’ will — “a ine with fuitae wank 
collection, when completed, will form a iniioen 3 will gtd ih ties rye: 
bulky volume, and I do not think there is Im. ag + th t 4 ns oo t ev ee pre ns 
any chance that it can be printed in time | t a. ma “ ne Ie Se ois Se 
Saties Mebleenton to be a legal one, and could not, there- 

| fore, be finally decided by an opinion of 
the Local Government Board, even if 


Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief | they expressed one. 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the General Order in| agpicuLTURAL GRANT, COUNTY 
reference to collectors of the poor rate, ROSCOMMON. 
recently issued by the Local Govern-- \fp TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
ment Board, has been laid upon the Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
table of the House ; and why it has not Jrejand ‘whether he can state the amount 
been circulated. deducted as an excluded charge from the 
*Mr.G. W. BALFOUR: The General Agricultural Grant for the county Ros- 
Order has not been laid on the table of common in respect of the Suck drainage 
the House. Copies of it were sent to charges; whether he is aware that the 
every county council and board of , Suck drainage charges are not charges in 
guardians in Ireland, and the Order can | connection with navigation works under 
be procured through any bookseller. I | Drainage and Navigation (Ireland) Acts, 
shall be happy to supply the hon. | 1842 to 1857, or any special Act whether 
Member with a copy if he so desires. | public or local ; and whether he will have 
the Agricultural Grant to Roscommon 
Mr. DILLON: Does not the right | increased in respect of this matter. 
hon. Gentleman consider that to be a | *Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The amount 
bad practice? Can he not undertake deducted as an excluded charge from 
that General Orders of this character, the Agricultural Grant to Roscommon 


| 
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653 Belfast 
in respect of the Suck drainage 
charges is £100. As regards the 


second and third paragraphs, the Com- 
missioner of Valuation is of opinion 
that the Suck Drainage Act of 
1889, under which these charges arise, 
fairly comes within the description given 
in the latter part of Section 57, Sub- 
section 6, paragraph 1, of the Local 
Government Act, and therefore that 
these charges should be excluded from 
the benefit of the Agricultural Grant. 
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proceedings at the inquest upon the body 
of the old man Davies who died from 
injuries received at a so-called religious 
meeting at the Custom House steps, Bel- 
fast ; whether a copy of the depositions 
taken thereat has been received by the 
authorities, and if a copy will be laid 
upon the Table of the House ; whether he 
is aware that the depositions disclose that 
foul and filthy imputations were made by 
the evangelists disturbing the peace there 
upon the members of a Roman Catholic 





Sisterhood remarkable for their works of 
mercy and charity, respected by the whole 
Mr. TULLY: Can the right hon. | community of Belfast, and very dear to 
Gentleman give me the details of the| the Roman Catholic citizens; also that 
excluded charges ? | the coroner’s jury and the coroner con- 
. | demned these open-air demonstrations as 
*Mr. G. W. } : . . 
Irn. G. W. BALFOUR: I have not disgraceful and a menace to the public 

the details here, but if the hon. Member |. © i ihe city - anil what eben: i aun 
will put down a question I will attend to | P&S ° ee ee 
it. 





| will be taken to prevent a recurrence of 
| this danger. 


BELFAST STREET RIOTS. *Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I replied toa 


CAPTAIN DONELAN: On behalf of the | question on this subject, addressed to me 
hon. Member for S. Down, I beg to ask | by the hon. Member for East Mayo, on 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord | Thursday last. I see no reason for laying 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his | a copy of the depositions taken at the 
attention has been called to the meeting | inquest on the table of the House, but if 
in Shaftesbury Avenue, Belfast, addressed | the hon. Member so desires I will be 
by one of the Custom House steps | happy to supply him with a copy. In 
preachers, on the 27th May last ; whether | answer to the last paragraph, I do not 
he is aware that the men present there | propose, in view of all the circumstances 
then marched through the City of Belfast, | of the case, and after conferring with the 
and when passing through Dougall Street | local authorities in Belfast, to institute 
stoned and smashed the windows and | proceedings for the language used on the 
fixtures in the business houses of a num-| occasion mentioned, but the Government 
ber of Roman Catholics, and that they | will certainly prosecute in the event of a 
afterwards attacked and assaulted with | repetition of such language in future. 
stones or otherwise a number of the city | 
police ; and, whether he will take steps | 
to have this practice prevented by the | Captain DONELAN: On behalf of 
local authorities. | the hon. Member for South Down, I beg 

*Mr. G W. BALFOUR: The facts are | to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
generally as stated in the question, except | Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
that it is not true that the mob on/ aware that an attack was made upon the 
this occasion made an attack on the | Nationalist demonstration on its way 


‘ police, none of whom were injured. Pro- | home from the meeting at Hannahstown, 


ceedings have been instituted against 17 | near Belfast, on Sunday evening last ; 
persons for obstruction and riotous be-| that stones were thrown by a mob; 
haviour, and the cases will be heard at | that a disturbance took place in the Old 
the Belfast Petty Sessions Court on the | Lodge or Shankhill Roads, and near the 
18th instant. | Townsend Street Police Barracks; and 
‘that the house of a Roman Catholic 
| publican was attacked in or near Upper 
Captain DONELAN : On behalf of the | Townsend Street. Whether any, and 
hon, Member for South Down, I beg to | how many, persons have been arrested ; 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | and if he can give particulars as to the 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- | damage done to persons and property in 
tion has been called to the report of the , Belfast during these riots. 








655 The Metropolitan 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Upon the 
return journey of the Nationalist pro- 
cession from Hannahstown on the 5th | 
instant, when near Broadway on the Falls 
Road, a small crowd of the Protestant 
party assembled in a field and groaned 
and displayed party emblems. Some of 
the processionists left the procession and 
attacked them, both mobs _ throwing 
stones. They were at once dispersed by 
the police and military, and no one was 
injured. On the Old Lodge Road a mob 
of roughs of the Protestant party, who. 
had collected to watch the return of some | 
of the processionists, made a wanton 
attack with stones on the police. They. 
then immediately dispersed. They shortly 
afterwards reassembled and threw stones | 
at the house of a Roman Catholic publican 
named O'Neill, breaking all the glass in | 
the windows. They were dispersed hy 
the police and military, and three of 
them arrested. The place where this | 
disturbance took place is about 300 
yards from Brown’s Square Barrack, 
on the Shankhill Road. The dis- 
turbance extended to the Shankhill 
Road and continued for about three 
hours, but the rioters were held in check 
from the outset by the military and the | 
police, and very little damage was done 
to property. In all 47 persons were 
arrested for riotous conduct, stone throw- | 
ing, etc. So far as the police are aware, 
no person was seriously injured. Six 
members of the Royal Irish Constabulary 
were wounded, though not seriously. 
Mrs. O’Neill, wife of the publican whose 
house was attacked, and two of her boys 
were injured by stones, and one of them 
is in hospital suffering from a broken nose. 
Accurate particulars regarding injury to | 
property cannot yet be given, but at | 
present it would appear that about £270 
Would cover the damage done. 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. McCARTAN: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | 
of Ireland whether the military were | 
withdrawn from the streets of Belfast at | 
a very early hour yesterday morning ; | 
and, if so, by whose orders was this done ; | 
and whether he can say anything further | 
as to the injuries inflicted on the military | 
magistrate Major Tobin, and give further | 
particulars generally as to the riots. 

*Mr. GERALD BALFOUR: Early 
yesterday morning the Commissioner of 
Police satistied himself that the services | 
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of the military were no longer required, 
and an intimation to that effect having 
been conveyed to the magistrates on duty 
with the military, the latter were with- 
drawn from the streets by degrees. The 
injury to Major Tobin was of a trivial 
character, and it never incapacitated him 
from the discharge of his duty as a 
military magistrate. Further information 
regarding the riots is given in my reply 
to the previous question of the hon, 
Member. The city has been quiet since 
Tuesday night, and the riots may now he 
regarded as virtually over. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTION 
EXPENSES. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that heavy election expenses have 
been caused by candidates putting them- 
selves forward at the recent local govern- 
ment elections in Ireland for divisions 
where no possible chance existed of their 
being returned; and whether he will 
undertake to amend the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act to the extent of obliging 
any candidate who provokes a contest, 
and fails to secure at least a fourth of the 
votes of the electorate, to pay a moiety 


| of the cost of such election. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The amend- 


ment in the law suggested by the hon, 


| Member is clearly one which, if adopted 


at all, should be of general application, 
I think, however, it will be found on con- 
sideration to be open to grave objections, 


THE METROPOLITAN VOLUNTEER 
“MARCH PAST.” 

Str HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 

Central): I beg to ask the First Com- 


| missioner of Works if, having regard to 
the desire of officers commanding and 
| other officers and members of provincial 


regiments of Volunteers to see the March 
Past of the Metropolitan Volunteers 
before Field-Marshal H.R.H. the Prince 
of Wales, K.G., on Saturday, 8th July, 
in commemoration of a similar Review 
held by His Majesty King George III. in 
1799, he will be good enough to authorise 
or move H.R.H. the Ranger to authorise 
the erection of a stand near the saluting 
base, provided that the cost be guaran- 
teed by the Institute of Commanding 
Officers of the Volunteer Force and the 
Council or the Major-General Command- 
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ing the Home District be responsible for | The lists, however, are not in the first 
the distribution of seats. instance compiled at the Treasury. The 


“Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER OF Officer referred to in the second paragraph 
WORKS (Mr. Axers Doveras, Kent, | W@* appointed Naval Assistant to the 
St. Augustine’s): The preliminary arrange- Hydrographer while still on the active 
ments are still under the consideration of | list. After being placed on the retired 
the General Officer Commanding the list, he was retained in his civil employ- 
Home District, and his proposals have Ment under the a of the Order in 
not yet come before the Office of Works. Council of 18th May, 1870, which 
Should the Review take place, it will no necessarily precluded him from drawing 
doubt be possible to give reasonable | retired pay. — The case is not an ordinary 
facilities for the erection of stands. | instance of deduction, as the officer was 

in receipt of the same emoluments both 
| before and after retirement. 
HOUSES OF PARLIAMENT— i 

ee ee | TELEGRAPHIC DELAYS. 

Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): I beg | MR. ASCROFT (Oldham): I beg to ask 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works , the Secretary to the Treasury whether his 
whether he will consider the desirability | attention has been called to the extra- 
of providing an ambulance within the ordinary length of time taken in the 
precincts of the House, to be ready for use transit of the following telegraphic mes- 
in case of accident or sudden illness. sages to Oldham, between the 3rd and 

18th of May: From Manchester, 48 
. AieRe TAT Ac. ‘only te | Minutes ; Eastbourne, 2 hours 2 minutes 

Sivwa ae yp aciap mage sf ° and 2 hours 12 minutes; Crystal Palace, 
my non. arene > ave Wo Bay wae we | 2 hours 17 minutes; London, 2 hours 14 
matter appears to me to be outside my ~. 7 ri OBA . sal 
Sree - (© | minutes ; Cambridge, 2 hours 4 minutes ; 
jurisdiction ; and I would refer him to iniciton Chk &. heey dose: 
the authorities of the House. z fares ne 

Bath, 2 hours 4 minutes; Worcester, 
| 2 hours 11 minutes ; House of Commons, 

RETIRED OFFICERS AND CIVIL 1 hour 40 minutes ; and Liverpool, 1 hour 

EMPLOYMENT IN PUBLIC | 19 minutes ; and whether there is any 
DEPARTMENTS. }intention on the part of the postal 

CAPTAIN NORTON: I beg to ask | authorities to give a through wire to 
the Secretary to the Treasury if he Oldham from London, or in some other 
can state whether the Return for the way remove the cause for the constant 
year ended the 31st March, 1898, complaints that are made by supplying an 
of the Army and Navy _ officers | efficient and effective telegraphic service. 
permitted under Rule 2 of the) Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Havn- 
regulations drawn up under Section 6 of Bury): My hon. friend communicated 
the Superannuation Act of 1887 to hold with the Postmaster-General on the 24th 
civil employment of profit under public | ultimo respecting the delay sustained by 
Departments contains a complete list of | the telegrams in question. The various 
all officers so employed ; and whether he | cases are being investigated, and as soon 
is aware that Case 4, on pages 28 and 29 as the inquiry is completed an explanation 
of the above-mentioned Return represents will be furnished to him. In regard to 


‘that of an officer whose retired pay is | the question of a wire from London to 


£450 a year, and emoluments of civil | Oldham, I fear I can only refer him to 
employment £500, who does not draw | the answer given on the 15th ultimo. 
retired pay, who is consequently serving | 

for £50 a year, and that the deductions) rp ASCGROFT: I beg to ask the 


nm hoe this officer’s salary , a. Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
with the total amount received of effective | the Postmaster-General, whether he can 


and non-effective pay, amounts to 90 per | give any explanation why a telegraphic 
—. |message sent from London on the 31st 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. Andrews! May to Messrs. Bradbury and Co., of 
Burghs) (for Mr. Hanpury): My right | Oldham, took over one hour before it 
hon. friend has no reason to doubt the ‘arrived at the Oldham Post-office : 
completeness of the Return in question. | whether he is aware that the systematic 
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neglect of the postal authorities to grapple 
with the delay in transmitting messages 
to Oldham is resulting in considerable 
loss to the constituency ; and whether, if 
the postal authorities cannot remedy the 
evil without going to the expense of a 
separate wire, it is intended to do what is 
necessary in the interests of the public. 
Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han- 
BURY): The Postmaster - General is 
unable to find any trace of the message 


to which the hon. Member refers, but if | 
| accurate forecast which would enable me 


he will furnish him with the necessary 
particulars inquiry will be made. The 
Postmaster -General is not aware that 
there is any general delay in the trans- 
mission of Oldham telegrams. 
to which the hon. Member has drawn at- 
tention are of an exceptional nature. The 
matter is, however, being kept under 
review, and every effort will be made to 
avoid unnecessary delay. 


THE “MANDAT-POSTE” SYSTEM. 

Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster - General, 
whether the attention of the Postmaster- 
General has been called to the mandat- 
poste system, for the tratsmission of 
money by post, which has been for many 
years in operation with great success in 
Switzerland and Germany ; ; and whether 
he will consider whether it would be de- 
sirabl2 to give the system a trial in this 
country. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han 
puRY: The question whether it is 
desirable to introduce into this country 
the money-card system in operation in 
some Continental countries is under the 
consideration of the Postmaster-General, 
and it is not possible at present to 
make any definite announcement on the 


subject. 
THE MONEY-LENDING BILL. 
Mr. ASCROFT: I beg to ask the First 


Lord of the Treasury whether, in view 
of the fact that the Money -lending Bill 
was particularly referred to in the Queen’ 8 
Speech, and that it has already bien read 
the third time in the House of Lords, it 
is the intention of the Government to 
proceed with the measure this session ; 
und whether he can give any informa- 
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The cases | 


‘Government Bill and the 


| the Foreign Office 


; they are introduced. 


the House. 


tion as to the date when it will be brought 
forward for discussion in this House. 


Captain CHALONER (Wilts, West- 
bury): I beg at the same time to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
there is any prospect of his being able 
to proceed with the Money-lending Bill 
at an early date. 7 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that in the present situation of the 
business of the House I cannot make any 


660 


to answer my hon. friends’ questions, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 


Mr. CROMBIE: I beg toask the First 
Lord of the Treasury ‘Whether he can 
state definitely the day on which Scotch 


| Supply will be taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I inti- 
mated I would take it to-morrow week. 
On Monday | propose to take the Private 


| Bill Procedure (Scotland) Bill, on Tues- 


day the third readings of the London 
Finance Bill, 
and Thursday I propose to allocate to the 
Vote of Censure, or the Motion to be pro- 
posed by hon. Gentlemen opposite, on the 
subject of the sugar duties. 


Mr. CHANNING (North umpton, E.): 
What Supply, if any, will be taken after 
Vote to-morrow 7 


Mr. A. BALFOUR: I confess I 
have not considered that. If the hon. 
Member will communicate with me 


privately later I will endeavour to inform 
him. 


H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
Surghs): | wish to ask the 
Gentleman if he can tell the 
Naval Works Bill and 
Bill will be intro- 


SIR 
(Stirling 
right hon. 
House when the } 
the Military Loans 


duced. Both Bills were promised long 
ago. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Lam anxious to 


produce them at an early date, and | 
hope no long delay will intervene before 
The Military Bill 
is almost ready for introduction, and 
may be expected ina day or two. The 
Naval Bill is not quite so well advanced, 
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but I think it will be in the hands of | tworemarks with reference to it. I believe 
Members before very long. this Bill is introduced under an entire 
-misapprehension. I am_ perfectly con- 

Sirk CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, | vinced that fish in the sea, or even the 
sridgeton): I beg to ask the First Lord | fringe of them, cannot be touched 
of the Treasury when it is proposed to|by anything done by trawlers or 
proceed with the Telegraphs (Telephonic | lines; but however that mav be, what 
Communication, &e.) Bill. I wish to impress on the House is the 
Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I regret that my | 8teat ignorance which prevails as to the 
right hon. friend the Secretary to the | habits of fish, even among fishermen. No 
Treasury is not able to be in his place N¢ can tell, for instance, why the herring 
to-day, and I have not been able to Come one year and not another. Con- 
communicate with him. Perhaps the | Sequently if this Bill is founded on the 


hon. Gentleman will postpone the question | 48sumption that we know a great deal 
till a later day. about fish and their habits, it is a very 
i serious misapprehension indeed. The 
MUNICIPAL TRADING COMMITTEE. | right hon. Gentleman has referred to the 
Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): When Sea Fisheries Committee of 1893. That 
will the Municipal Trading Committee be Committee practically reported what | 
appointed ? have just peer viz., ho ye pet a 
ibid ignorance with regard to the size of fish. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid | Paoula ask leave to read a sentence from 
cannot give any pledge at present. the Report of the Biological Society, of 
which the First Lord of the Treasury and 
the Secretary for the Colonies are vice- 
UNDERSIZED FISH BILL. presidents, and it is therefore a very im- 
p ety 9 
Tan PRESIDENT or tue BOARD | Portant society. On page 239 the Report 
ee en Ses S| A “ survey of the situation, however 
beg to ask the leave of the House to shows that the cry concerning the annual 
introduce a Bill dealing with undersized | diminution of our ‘fish supply has been dis- 
fish. Its object is to prevent the | pelled by the institution of statistics; that 
destruction of immature fish, and I am | the alleged destruction of spawn has no basis 
sure the House will realise that it is a 2,/eti_ that the, destruction of “immatare 
matter of importance to prevent the | and nowhere is proved to have resulted in the 
destruction of such fish, which has the | ruin of any sea fishery.” 
effect of limiting our food supply. The || fail to see the basis of the Bill, or any 
Bill is hased on the Report of the Select | justification for it, either in the Report of 
Committee on Sea Fisheries. A measure | the Committee of 1893 or in that of the 
was introduced by us in the House of} Bjolocical Society. Our fish supply is 
Lords in 1897, and it passed through that | increasing, and has increased very largely 
House, but came down to the House of during the last ten years, both in quantity 
Commons too late to be considered. The and value. There is, however, one 
present Bill is somewhat similar, and | matter to which I wish to call attention, 
will, I hope, he passed into law. Every | and that is the increasing importation of 
year the Fishery Department have been | foreign fishermen who are not subject to 
urging on me the great necessity of | these restrictions. 
introducing a Bill on this subject, because | 
of the great injury caused by the des-| Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, they are in 
truction of undersized fish which is} France and elsewhere. 
constantly going on. Similar representa- | 
tions have also been made to me by the; Mr. BOWLES: I think the right hon. 
representatives of sea fisheries, and by the | Gentleman is mistaken. He is supposed 
Fishmongers’ Company. | to have informed my right hon. friend 
|the Member for Thanet that these re- 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (King’s | strictions would apply to foreign fisher- 
Lynn) : This is a Bill which has been intro- | men, but in my opinion what my right 
duced almost every year since I have had/|hon. friend wanted to know was 
the honour of holding a seat in this| whether these restrictions were applied 
House, and I feel bound to make one or | to foreign fishermen in their own waters. 


| 2a2 
‘| 
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If they were he would support the Bill, 
otherwise he would not. I think that is 
manifestly fair. There is great difficulty 
in saying what are undersized fish. Fish 


are of all sizes, and a fish is not under- | 


sized because it is small, any more than a 
Shetland pony is undersized because 
it is smaller than a shire horse. Our 
knowledge in regard to these maiters is 
very defective indeed, and it would be a 


very dangerous thing to legislate without | 
What I suggest is | 


further information. 
that this matter should be referred to a 


Select Committee, and if the evidence | 


given before the Committee justifies it, 
and if the fishermen are found ready to 
cut their own throats by opposing under- 
sized fish—which I do not admit are 
undersized at all, because small fish are 
the very best—then let the Bill be pro- 
ceeded with. I reserve my opinion of the 
Bill until I have seen it; but what- 
ever the Bill may be, I hope it will be 
referred to a Select Committee. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have no objection 
to considering the hon. Member’s sugges- 
tion. 

Bill to provide against the Destruction 
of Undersized Fish, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ritchie. 


Bill “to provide against the Destruc- 
tion of Undersized Fish,” presented accor- 
idlingly, and read the first time; to be 
read a second time upon Monday next, 
and to be printed. [Bill 229. | 


PARISH 
OFFICE) BILL. 


Lords’ Amendment to be considered 
forthwith ; considered, and agreed to. 


THE SOUDAN EXPEDITION, 
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| the difficulties which were inherent to that 
| expedition, and the skill, success, and 
| courage with which the Sirdar and all 
those who served under him contrived to 
surmount them. For similar reasons it 
will not be necessary for me to say any- 
thing at all about the first of these Reso 
lutions, for the ground of it was entirely 
covered by the Debate on Monday, and 
the result of the Division which the House 
then took is a sufficient indication of what 
the opinion of this assembly is as to 
the merits of Lord Kitchener as a soldier 
and as a general. ‘Witli regard to the re- 
maining names mentioned in the Resolu- 
tion, it is hardly necessary for me to do 
more than say one word, for they are 
writ large in the history of the campaign, 
and they are names familiar to all 
those who followed the fortunes of British 
and Egyptian arms from month to month 
and year to year, in ‘the course of 
that arduous and protracted contest. It 
may suffice, therefore, if I remind the 
House that the first name on the list 
that of Major-General Hunter—is that of 
a man who has for 14 years been con- 
nected with the organisation of the 
~Egyptian Army. As much as any other 
man, perhaps, he isto be congratulated upon 
the degree of discipline and efficiency which 
/that army has attained. In addition to 
| these services, stretching far back into 
| the past, 1 may remind the House that 
he was in high command at Ferkeh, 
| Hafir, and Dongola, and was in chief 
‘command of the expedition which took 
| Abu Hammad, an expedition which was 
_remarkable for a forced march of, I think, 
six days under the blazing sun of a 
tropical summer, a feat of endurance not 
perhaps least remarkable among the 
| feats of a similar kind of which we have 
ta record. The next name is that of the 
| Chief of the Staff—Major-General Sir 
| H. M. L. Rundle, who, in his responsible 
/capacity, did so much to organise the 
expedition, and who, like General Hunter, 
has long been honourably connected with 
the history of the Egyptian Army. Major- 
| General Gatacre is known to all English- 





SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, | men in connection with the Chitral cam- 
E.): It will not, I think, be necessary for | paign. He was, in this campaign, 
me to trouble the House at any length in| the chief commander under Lord 
regard to the series of resolutions which I | Kitchener at the battle of Atbara, and 
propose you should put, Mr. Speaker, he commanded the British Division at the 
from the chair, for on Monday last, to the | final and crowning triumph at Omdurman. 
best of my ability, I made a general | The two next names on the list are those 
survey of the campaign which culminated | of the generals who commanded the two 
at Omdurman, and did my best to explain ues of British troops—Major-Genera} 


Mr. Bowlec. 
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Lyttelton and Major-General Wauchope. 
Sir, the British troops were but a third, 
-or thereabouts, of the total force engaged 
on our side, but, as everybody will admit, 


though they were a relatively small frac- | 


tion of the total force, they were an 
absolutely essential portion of it, and 
without the assistance of British troops it 
would have been insanity to have under- 
taken the final advance towards Khar- 


toum, and any attempt to have made that | 


advance without them would have been 
followed by signal disaster. The next 
name is that of Colonel Sir F. R. Win- 
gate, who, I think, under ordinary 
circumstances and in an ordinary cam- 
paign would probably hardly appear in the 
list of those whom this House would de- 
sire to thank in connection with a success- 
ful expedition; at least I am _ not 
aware that the head of the Intelligence 
Department has on similar occasions 
been included on the list of officers whom 
this House has desired to honour by 
name. But, Sir, this expedition had 
many circumstances which sharply dis- 
tinguish it from other expeditions in which 
this country has been engaged, and the 
part played by the Intelligence Depart- 
ment was so important and so critical 
that I think we are well advised to in- 
clude specially and by name the most 
distinguished officer to whose labours in 
chief measure the efficiency of that 
department is due. I need hardly men- 
tion the Intelligence Department without 
at the same time mentioning a name 
which does not appear, and cannot appear 
upon this list. It is a name which | 
think everybody must have in their recol- 
lection when they turn their minds to 
the sources of information which enabled 
us to deal successfully with the power of 
the Madhi. That name, sir, is that of 
Slatin Pasha, whose dramatic history is 
familiar to all. Sir, I do not know 
‘that I need say anything in par- 
ticular about the distinguished names 
which follow, which are those of the 
commanders of artillery and the brigade 
commanders of the Egyptians and the 
Soudanese. Their names are familiar to 
all; they are Colonel MacDonald and 
Colonel Lewis ; and perhaps it is only 
needful for me to remind the House that 
Colonel MacDonald had, by the fortune of 
War, an opportunity of showing perhaps 
the most brilliant tactical display of the 
battle of Omdurman, and of bearing an 
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where all played their part well and man- 
fully. Colonel Lewis, who also com- 
manded a brigade at Omdurman, had the 
good luck some month or six weeks later 
to be the General in chief command at 
the brilliant battle of Rosieries, and 
though that battle is subsequent to the 
military operations with which these 
resolutions specially deal, it is not unfit 
that we should bear in mind that his 
services in the Soudan were not confined 
either to the battle at Omdurman or the 
previous work which he did in connection 
with Lord Kitchener’s main force. The 
last name in this list is that of Com- 
mander Keppel. Itis not often, I believe, 
that the Navy has proved itself an efficient - 
ally of the Army ata distance of 1,400 
miles from its native ocean; but in this 
case, as is well known, this distinguished 
naval officer and those under him played 
an essential and practical part in the battle 
of Omdurman, and had their place in the 
British line, and in that position per- 
formed essential service to the British 
arms. I need not dwell upon the 
spirited and most useful performances 
which distinguished the naval forces at 
earlier periods. It is enough if | remind 
the House that at Omdurman they were 
an essential part of our commanding 
force, and they performed admirable ser- 
vices not only in the battle of Omdurman, 
but in connection with the taking of the 
city of Omdurman after the victory was 
There is one other name upon the 


Woh, 
list—that of Lieut.-General Sir Francis 
Grenfell. He had not the good fortune, 


which he so ardently desired, of himself 
taking any immediate and active part in 
the advance to Khartoum, but none the 
less he did great service in the 
part that was allotted to him, and | am 
glad to think that we are able to include 
his name in this list, because surely no 
man is more closely or honourably asso- 
ciated with the recovery of the Egyptian 
military force from the disasters which 
had reduced it to a nullity, and almost 
worse than a nullity, than the distin- 
guished general whom I ask the House to 
include in the list of those whomthey are 
going to thank by name. Sir, the last 
paragraph of this series of resolutions 
refers to those who, alas ! cannot be bene- 
fited by any action we can take, and who 
are beyond the reach of any thanks or 
praise from us. They did their duty, 
and died in the consciousness that they 


especially distinguished part in a contest,! would earn by their death the gratitude 
ble . 
3? 
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of their countrymen, and I am glad that | 
I have this opportunity of putting on | 

permanent record our sense of their ser- | 
vices, and of conveying to those who | 
mourn them, not merely as public ser- | 
vants and devoted citizens, but as near 
relations and friends, our sense of the 
magnitude of the loss they have endured. 

I think it is not necessary that I should 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Gentleman cannot do that upon this 
Resolution. Any observation which he 
desires to make upon the point will come 
on the next Resolution. 


add anything more, and I beg now to, 
move the Resolutions which stand in my | 


name on the paper. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN | 
(Stirling Burghs): I rise for the purpose | 
of seconding the Motion just made by 
the First Lord of the Treasury. On 
Monday last, like the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but in the more modest measure | 
which befits my position, I had the oppor- | 
tunity of expressing my opinion of the 
splendid qualities exhibited and the bril- | 
liant services rendered in this expedition | 
by the General in chief command, by the 
officers who constituted his staff, and by | 
the troops of all ranks who served under | 
him. I will not occupy the time of the | 
House by repeating anything I then said, 
but will merely say that 1 cordially and 
sincerely approve of these Resolutions, 
which give expression to the admiration 
and gratitude of the House of Commons. 


SouDAN EXxpenition (THANKS OF 
LIOUSE). 


Motion made and Question proposed, 


‘That the thanks of this House be given to | 
Siniens General Lord kitchener of Khartoum, 
G.C.B., K.C.M.G., for the distinguished skill | 
and ability with which he planned and con- 
ducted the campaign on the Nile of 1896-7-8, 
which culminated in the battle of Omdurman, 
the capture of Khartoum, and the overthrow | 
of the power of the Khalifa.”—(Mr. Balfour.) 


Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, West): I am very unwilling to stir 
up any opposition to the unanimity with 
whieh this V ote will be passed, and lyield to 
no one in my appreciation of the brilliant 
services which have been rendered ; but 
I should he wanting in my duty to the 
profession to which I still have the 
honour to belong, and the Army Medical 
Department, if I failed to direct the 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 


THE | 


| Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, $.): Any oppo- 
| sition to a motion of this kind, which will 
be accepted with unanimity by the great 
| bulk of the British people, must appear 
/an ungracious act upon my part. | 
acknowledge it frankly, and I assure the 
| House that it is only with a deep sense of 
| conscientiousness and as a matter of duty 
that I take this step. I ax not responsi- 
' ble for that system of rule which compels 
Ine, an Irish Nationalist, to come here, 
where I find myself in opposition to the 
bulk of the British nation. I cannot agree 
| to this Motion, for several reasons. In the 
‘first place, a very serious step has been 
taken in moving a vote of thanks to the 
| Egyptian Army, which means that this 
House of Commons claims to exercise 
| sovereign rights over a country believed 
| by other Powers of Europe to be inde- 
| pendent. 


| 
| *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! If the 
jhon. Member is going to confine his 
remarks to the Egyptian Army, that will 
| come on the next resolution 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): On a point 

of order, Sir, are you going to put each 

_ Resolution separately, or are we going to 

| discuss the resolutions as a whole ; “because 

| a question will arise as to the conduct of 
| the Soudanese troons 


They will be taken 

relevant 
must be 
Otherwise 


Mr. SPEAKER: 
separately, and any question 
to a particular Resolution 
raised upon that Resolution. 
confusion may arise. 


Question put. 


House divided : 


The 
(Division List No. 178.) 


Noe es, s, 20. 
\ 





Ayes, 321; 
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Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex.F. | 
Allan, William (Gateshead)& | 
Allen, W. (Newe.underLyme)} 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry E%| 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anson, Sir William Reynelly | 
Arnold, Alfred 

Aseroft, Rebert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair | 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Compton, Lord Alwyne ), 
Cooke, C. W.Radclitte(Heref’d) | 
Cox, Irwin Edw. B. (Harrow)? 
Cranborne, Viscount : 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William } 
Curson, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 


| Davies,M. Vaughan- (Cardigan 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) Denny, Colonel 


Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy | 
Baillie,James E. B.(Inverness} | 
Baird, John George A. 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) | 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmotty_ 
Barnes, Frederic Gorel 

Barry, Rt. Hn.A.H.S.-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM H. (Bristol) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles”\) 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddu!ph, Michael \. 

Billson, Alfred \* 
Blakiston-Houston, Jolin” 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Relitho, Thomas Bedford}, 
Bond, Edward 

Boulnois, Edmund , 
Broadhurst, Henry ¥. 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brown, Alexander H. \+ 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James ( 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles } 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glas.) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H.+ 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.), 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. )4 
Cawley, Frederick ¢ 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East)) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm.), 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r.)), 
Channing, Francis Allston) 
Charrington, Spencer zs 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clarke, Sir Ed. (Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. Ep) 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry ) 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis ~ 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 4 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole | 
Colville, John ne J 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


| Dorington, Sir J ohp, Edward 


Doughty, George \< 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 


| Duckworth, James / 


Dunn, Sir William © 


| Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas), 
| Fardell, Sir T. George 


Farquharson, Dr. Roberts 


| Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
| Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith)- 


Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ. (Man) 
Finch, George H. 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne), 


Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 


| FitzGerald, Sir Rob. Penrose- 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond} 


Flannery, Sir Fortescue |. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fry, Lewis +4 

Gedge, Sydney = g 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd * 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (City Lond. 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
| Goddard, Daniel Ford KK 


Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk, 
Gold, Charles 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 


| Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John E. 
Gosenen,RtHn G. J. (St. Geo’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley,SirEdwardTemperley 
Graham, Henry Robert } 
Green, Walf’rd D. (Wedn’sb’y) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 7 

Gunter, Colonel 
Gurdon,Sir William Brampton? 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles ; 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Kt.Hon. LordGeorge 
Hardy, Laurence 


Harwood, George } 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 2 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale-« 
Hedderwick ThomasCharles Hj 
Helder, Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Statis. 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
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Hill, Sir EdwardStock( Bristol 
Hoare, EdwBrodie(Hampstead 
Hoare, Samuel (Notwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry }4 
Holland,Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) * 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John; 
Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W. G.- 
Hutton, John (Yorks., N.R.) 
Jacoby, James Alfred } 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton , 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez Edw. ¢ 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jollitte, Hon. H. George 
Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) ¥ 
Kearley, Hudson E 

Kenyon, James ? 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John George 5. 
Kitson, Sir James ; 

Knowles, J.ees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 7 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William EF. H.- 
Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) | 
Leighton, Stanley ~ 

Leng, Sir John ‘ 

Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 
Lloyd-George, David 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R, 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. p 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of ox 

Lough, Thomas 


| Lowe, Francis William 


Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn.J.W.(Cumb’d) 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 


| Lyell, Sir Leonard 


Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpuol)2 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool), 


| M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) 


M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W.) dy 


| M‘Killop, James 


M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin } 
Manners, Lord Edward W. J. _ 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 


| Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks.) 


Melville, Beresford Valentine > 


| Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 


Middlemore, J. Throgmorton , 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham | | 


| Milward, Colonel Victor 


Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) K 
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Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) D 
}-+Moore, William (Antrim, x .) | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) «Thorburn, Walter to di 
Morgan, Hn. I’, (Monm’thsh.) | Robinson, Brooke | Thornton, Perey M. ai 
Morgan, W Pritchaid (Merthyr | Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye | Tollemache, Henry James om: 
‘ oe Charles (Breconsh.) ~? Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter | Tomlinson, W. E. Murray poin' 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf’d) | Round, James {\ Trevelyan, Charles Philips deep 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) toyds, Clement Molyneux __|_ Tritton, Charles Ernest the s 
~ Moulton, John Fletcher }, Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) Ure, Alexander * 
Mount, William George Rutherford, John | Usborne, Thomas me 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | Ryder, John Herbert Dudley | Valentia, Viscount in t 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Samuel, Harry S.(Limehouse) | Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. who! 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) \Wallace, Robert (Perth) suece 
Nicol, Donald Ninian Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) anes 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard ‘Warr, Augustus Frederick PB 
) Nussey, Thomas Willans Seott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) ¢¢ Wedderburn, Sir William tingt 
Oldroyd, Mark }Seely, Charles Hilton Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. medi 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | Seton-Karr, Henry Whiteley, George (Stockport) the e 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay Sharpe, Willian Edward T. Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) do ne 
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+ Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) },Simeon, Sir Barrington »,Wilson, J. W. (Worces’e, N.) prece 
Percy, Ear } Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) | Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) officer 
» Perks, Robert William Smith, James Parker (L’n’rks) 'sWodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath) pm 
Pierpoint, Robert Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm shoul 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 5 Soames, Arthur Wellesley «Woodall, William have 
Pretyman, Ernest George Spicer, Albert Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. §.- omiss 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward ~ Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) Wyndham, George the f 
}+Purvis, Robert Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) Wyndham-Quin, Maj. W. H. 
Pym, C. Guy }. Stanley, Henry M.( Lambethy? Young, Comm/’nd’r (Berks, E.) non-¢ 
. Quilter, Sir Cuthbert _ Stanley, Lord (Lancashire) Younger, William the ol 
tankin, Sir James * Stevenson, Francis § KYoxall, James Henry batant 
_ Rasch, Major Frederic Carne } Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. not se 
,, Reckitt, Harold James Stone, Sir Benjamin TELLERS FOR THE AYES— ae 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8.E.)@Strachey, Edward Sir William Walrond and paign: 
‘s Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’]) | Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. Mr. Anstruther. expos 
tidley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. © Tennant, Harold John more 1 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Chas. T. { Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) tion | 
\ \ \ hope 
NOES. made 
\\ Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) M‘Ghee, Richard |, Tully, Jasper again. 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) \* Morris, Samuel Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) success 
Dillon, John | O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) i Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) on eng 
Doogan, P. C. O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) [| Woods, Samuel I bani 
Fenwick, Charles ‘,. | O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
~X Healy, Thomas. J. (Wexford);) Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr. the fir 
“Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) | Steadman, William Charles Davitt and Mr. James render 
MacAleese, Daniel | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath O'Connor. out th 
Omdu 
1. Resolved, That the thanks of this ‘ es. lg the Hon. Neville Gerald a nob! 
Bias Bi , ttelton, C.B.; adic 
House be hea to Major ‘General Lord "Maier Gunes A. G. Wauchope, U.B., medica 
Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C.B, co é. ; “The 
K.C.M.G., for the distinguished skill and Major and Brevet Colonel Sir Francis dueted 
ability with which he planned and con- — Wingate, K.C.M.G., C.B., D.8.0., With thi 
ducted the campaign on the Nile of “7.3 ’ oe ' ; 
1896-7-8, which culminated in the Battle oe rg aE ee Speen CN CS Ido r 
of Omdurman, the capture of Khartoum, Major and Brevet Colonel J. G. Maxwell, ment t 
and the overthrow of the power of the D.S.O. ; mandin 
Khalifa Major and Brevet Colonel H. A. Mac- officers 
: Donald, D.S.O. ; battle. 
Motion made, and Question pro a—} Lieutenant-Colonel D. F. Lewis, C.B. ; =< e 
4 pope — Major and Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel J. over, W. 
“That the thanks of this House be given Collinson, C.B. ; and the 
to :— Captain C. R. Keppel, C.B., D.S.0., R.N. ; tents, 1 
K 4 RT Sir Archibald Hunter, and to the other Officers and Warrant Officers beginni 
Rite ee | of the Navy, the British and the Egyptian ours t) 
Pag Sir Henry MacLeod Leslie | Army, and the Royal Marines, for the energy and wo 
tundle, K.C.B., C.M.G., D.S.0,, R.A and caper with which one executed the We sho 
5 ani 8 Sir Willis Tintin wp services which they were called upon to per- F : 
Bs CER Sir William Forbes Gatacre, | form.”—(Bfr. A. Sf Balfour.) I I ambular 
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Dr. FARQUHARSON : I should like , 
to direct the attention of the House to an | 
omission in this list, which, from my 
point of view, is important, and to be 
deeply regretted. While I appreciate 
the services of the distinguished officers 
mentioned in the Resolution, I do not see 
in the list the name of a man to 
whom I think a great portion of the 
success of the campaign is due, namely, 
Surgeon-General Taylor, whose  dis- 
tinguished and admirable conduct of the 
medical part of the service called forth 
the emphatic admiration of his chief. I 
do not propose to move anything, but I 
think it my duty to raise a protest against 
this omission. I understand there is no 
precedent for the inclusion of medical 
officers in such a vote of thanks ; but I 
should have thought the House might 
have made a precedent. I hope the 
omission was not made in deference to 
the foolish bogie about combatants and 
non-combatants. There was a notion in 
the old days that the officers were com- 
batants, but that the medical ofticers were 
not so; but now we know that in cam- 
paigns the doctors are called upon to 
expose themselves as much as, if not 
more than, other officers, and the distinc- | 
tion has been practically abolished. I 
hope that in any answer that may be 
made to me that will not be brought up 
again. It is practically admitted that 
success in modern warfare depends largely 
on engineering skill and medical science. 
I know that Lord Kitchener would be 
the first to recognise the great services 
rendered by the medical officers through- 
out the campaign and in the action in 
Omdurman, for in his despatch he gave 
a noble and generous tribute to the 
medical officers. His lordship said : 


1 


i. 


“The medical arrangements were so con- 
dueted as to afford the maximum of comfort 
with the minimum of suffering.” 


I do not think that any higher compli- | 
ment than that could be paid by a com- 
manding officer. Not only do the medical | 
officers take a full share in the risk of 
battle, but when the actual campaign is 
over, when the fighting has terminated, | 
and the other officers have retired to their | 
tents, the doctors’ work is practically | 
beginning. They have to sit up long 
hours treating the sick and the suffering 
and wounded through perils and dangers. 


We should also remember that, when the | 
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quently called upon to fight pestilence. 
I emphatically say that the medical officers 
in this campaign accomplished their work 
with skill, bravery, and success, under a 
variety of the most unpromising condi- 
tions, and I express my disappointment 


that the name of not one of these medical 


| Motion 
| which I have referred. 


| of praise. 


} 


ambulance work is over, they are fre- | 


officers appears in this Motion. It is 
unfortunate, because by a wise provision 
of the Secretary for War medical officers 
have now been given definite rank ; and 
it is a great misfortune, when their ser- 
vices have been so singularly successful, 
and when it is important that our Army 
Medical Department should be made more 
popular in the medical schools, that this 
recognition was not given. I want to 
know why this inclusion was not made, 
and [ hope it may yet be done. 


*Mr. DAVITT: I cannot support this 
Resolution for many reasons. First, there 
is no expression of regret, either in the 
terms of the Motion or in the speech of 
the right hon. Gentleman, for the killing 
of the wounded, on the orders of these 
ofticers, at the battle of Omdurman. I 
feel that their action towards helpless 
enemies on the field of battle was}a dis- 
grace to our modern civilisation, and yet 
we are asked, lower down in this Resolu- 
tion, to declare that the conduct jof the 
officers and men in this respect was 
worthy of admiration. I would not be 
an Irishman if I could give my assent for 
a moment to the laudatory terms of the 
to the officers and men to 
We are called 
upon to vote this thanks for the mowing 
down by machinery of thousands of people 


| who, whatever were their faults, never 
| inflicted any injury or injustice upon my- 
| country. 


Hon. Members may laugh, but 
I am not aware that they have ever even 
thought in their wildest moments of 


| desert warfare of invading the shores of 
| England, and I cannot understand how, 


for the killing of thousands of these 
people by machinery while helpless on 
the field of battle, we are asked now to 
give these officers and soldiers this meed 
Sir, what were the casualties 
at this so-called great battle of Omdur- 
man? What was the real bravery for 
which this Vote is to be given? I find, 
according to the statements made by 
correspondents who were on the field of 
battle, that there were about 100 Anglo- 
Egyptian soldiers killed. I am sorry—as 
sorry as any hon. Member opposite—for 








-character of a real battle. 
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the families of those men who died on the 


{COMMONS} 


| 


field of battle in carrying out a policy for | 


which they were not responsible. 
the same time my sympathies go out to 
the widows and children, and the tens of 
thousands of the poor Soudanese who lost 
at that battle their bread-winners. I say 
that the loss on the Anglo-Egyptian side 
was so trivial that it takes away altogether 
from the action at Omdurman the 
There is one 
regrettable fact about this whole dis- 
cussion which I deeply regret, and that is 
the studied silence of the speakers on 
both sides of the House with reference to 
the desperate bravery of those savage 
warriors in defence of their country. 
Sir, there have been English soldiers and 
English statesmen who were not ashamed 
in this House to bear testimony to the 
bravery and courage shown by their foes 
on the battlefield. [ say it detracts from 
the character of present-day statesmen 
and soldiers that not a single man was 
found in this House to bear testimony 
to the pluck and courage of these 


Soudanese warriors, which was recognised | barbarism of this kind. 


by the English war correspondents. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On the Vote 
to Lord Kitchener, [, in the very strongest 
way, paid a warm tribute to the extra- 
ordinary courage of the Dervishes. 


Hon. Mempers: Withdraw. 


Mr. DAVITT: Lat once withdraw. I 
was not in the House at the time, | regret 
to say, when the right hon. Gentleman 
spoke. I was travelling from Belfast in 
order to take part in the Division against 
the Vote to Lord Kitchener. Had I 
heard the right hon. Gentlemnan make the 
statement I would have cheered it 
heartily, because [ must recognise that no 
one, so far as my experience in this 
House goes, is ever more courteous 
and generous to his opponents than 
the right hon. Gentleman. Therefore, 
I shall pass over what [ had intended 
to say if the right hon. Gentleman had 
not corrected me upon that one point. 
But, Sir, what was the conduct of the 
soldiers in the Anglo-Egyptian army as 
compared with the bravery and heroism 
displayed by the Dervishes? 1 do not 
want to go over the ground travelled the 
other night by some hon. Members ; I do 
not wish to bring up gruesome details. 
But we do know that the Dervish wounded 


Mr. Davitt. 


But at | 
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were slaughtered while lying helpless 
on the battlefield at Omdurman, and after 
this horrible slaughter I find, from the 
testimony given by one Corporal Rawtin- 
son in a letter sent to his relatives in 
Wales, and published in the Morning 
Leader of January 12, 1899, that the 
Soudanese and Egyptian soldiers went 
into the city of Omdurman and slaughtered 
women and children. (‘*Oh!”) Accord- 
ing to this corporal several children were 


tossed on the bayonets of Soudanese 
soldiers under British and Egyptian 
ofticers. (‘*Oh!”) Well, 1 do not accuse 


hon. Members of making mockery of this 

-L am sure they would protest against 
this as much as | do; their jeering so, | 
understand, signifies that they do not 
believe thisstatement. (Ministerial cheers.) 
Yes, but I am not the witness. I give 
you the name of the corporal who made 
the statement, and, to his eredit be it 
said, it caused a feeling of unutterable 
disgust in his mind. Well, Sir, we are 
called to vote praise to men who have been 
capable of performing acts of cowardly 
Sir, | for one will 
not support this Motion. [| oppose it as 
an Irishman, simply because it would be 
impossible for me to condone in any way 
the killing of helpless wounded foes on 
the battletield of Omdurman, or to 
support, directly or indirectly, the con- 
duct of Soudanese and Egyptian soldiers 
under the orders of British officers in 
perpetrating nameless outrages inside the 
city after the battle was over. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): It is with the utmost reluctance and 
only from a sense of duty that any on 
would enter on the topics raised by my 
hon. friend the Member for Mayo. I! 
cannot but think that the point might 
have been more properly raised on the 
next Resolution, that relating to the con- 
duct of the troops, as I do not think the 
officers are responsible for some of the 
things that occurred. I voted against 
the grant to Lord Kitchener on Monday, 
not because I did not recognise his 
splendid services in organising the Egyp- 
tian Army and in carrying out the 
work began by a friend of mine on the 
opposite side of the House, whose friend- 
ship I much valued—the late Colonel 
Duncan. We are glad that the Egyptian 
Army has been made so efficient, and 
recognise the splendid services of Lord 
Kitchener and of the officers named 
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in the resolution in carrying out 
this campaign. I, for one, feel the most 
profound doubt as to whether any justifi- 
cation could be offered for the charge 


that any officer, whether Lord Kitchener 


or an officer below him, could be found 
wailty of any formal order or any direct 
authorisation for the butchery of the 
wounded that occurred after the battle. 
The reason why I gave my vote against 
the grant on Monday, and the reason 
why I feel so profoundly on this occasion, 
js that I do think it is a national 
duty to face such facts as were laid 
before the House by my hon. friend 
the Member for the Leigh Division of 
Lancashire on Monday night, making up 


a body of evidence as to which there can | 


he no doubt, to which uo answer what- 
ever has been given in these debates, and 
which is not seriously challenged by any- 
one, making it certain that cerrible acts 
were committed on that battlefield, and 
have been committed again and again in 
these Soudanese campaigns. I do think it 
would be a cowardly neglect of duty, 
while expressing our warmest thanks to 
the ofticers who have carried out their 
duty nobly and effectively, if we were not 
to make an effort to make such acts as these 
impossible in the future. I am not going 
into the evidence adduced by my hon. 


friend the Member for the Leigh Division, | 


but L should like to read 
from the book of Major De Cosson, a 
distinguished officer who served under 
Sir Gerald Graham in the Suakim Cam- 
paign in 1885, and, upon these specific 
points, ask the First Lord of the Treasury 


whether those words do not justify us | 


in asking that there should be some 
further imquiry into the conduct of 
these campaigns, so that, as far as possible, 
we should introduce the principles - of 


Christianity and humanity into every | 


detail of warfare as far as possible. In 


‘ his hook on the campaign of 1885, Major 


De Cosson says : 


“One thing has troubled my mind much, and 
that is the knowledge that some of the enemy’s 
wounded have been shot in cold blood, though 
I could searcely credit it of English troops ; 
but it was unfortunately too true, and I was 
told by those 1 could not doubt that the same 
thing was repeated during the skirmishes with 
the convoys, and that even an officer had been 
seen to empty his revolver at a man writh- 
ingon the ground. — It is most painful for me 
to allude to the subject, but [ do so that we 
juay never have to reproach ourselves with 
anything of the kind again.” 
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| And then he says that in acts of self- 
defence the killing of even wounded men 
who attack those who are living may be 
| justifiable. No sane man could dispute 
that fact. Then he goes on to say : 


“Tt should be the earnest endeavour of 
| every civilised Power to introduce as much 
humanity as possible into its treatment of a 
| fallen adversary, even though their chivalry 
| may occasionally cost a life. Such 
| acts should be rendered impossible by the most 
stringent regulations promulgated throughout 
the length and breadth of the land, and I feel 
that it is only necessary to allude to the matter 
for the remedy to be found.” 


This is the opinion of a British officer 
which confirms the view I have laid 
before the House. It may be urged that 
it is impossible, and that the wounded 
will act with treachery, but I would ven- 
ture to lay before the House the remark- 
‘able evidence given by Mr. Winston 
Churchill as to the way in which Lord 
Tullibardine, to his infinite honour, went 
among the wounded and gave them water, 
without a single one of them seeking to 
injure him. I say that that is a proof 
that if you meet these poor creatures in a 
Christian and generous spirit, if you 
convince them that you do not intend 
to deny them quarter, they will not 
inflict any injury; and this will 
|prove the advisability of introducing 
a higher standard into our warfare with 
them. To his honour, Lord Kitchener, 
| after the battle of Athara, gave the order 
that if the enemy would throw down their 
arms and raise their hands, they were at 
| once to he passed through the ranks to 
the rear, and actually some of these men 
were enlisted in Lord Kitchener’s army 
and loyally served at the battle of 
Omdurman. That shows that a higher 
standard of warfare can be introduced 
into these campaigns by treating these 
| savage tribesmen with humanity. I 
| 





hope the opportunity will not be lost of 
| enforcing that lesson upon those who have 
the conduct of these campaigns in the 
| future, so that the horrible events on 
ithat ghastly field of Omdurman shall 
inever be repeated, and that England 
will not tolerate such conduct as has 
/ been complained of towards the wounded. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Before dealing 
with the more important topic raised, and 
unfortunately raised, by the hon. Member 
who has just spoken, I must say one word 
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in answer to the hon. Member for West 
Aberdeen. He has reproached us for not 
having included, in the list of those who 
are thanked by name, some member of 
that great and distinguished profession to 
which he belongs. Sir, I can assure him 
that this omission does not indicate on our 
part any desire to underrate the eminent 
services rendered in war as well as in 
peace by the medical profession. But, 
Sir, the hon. Gentleman will feel with me 
that in these lists of names you must have 
some principle, you must draw a line in 
some place, and it is inevitable that beyond 
that line there will be names of men whose 
special services we should be glad to 
recognise. On that principle one name 
that I personally should like to see in the 
list is that of Lieutenant Girouard, who 
did such distinguished service in organ- 
ising the railway. But, Sir, we have gone 
on the principle that you should not go 
below the rank of general of brigade, or 
some rank equivalent to that. We have 
included generals of divisions, all generals 
of brigades, naval officers commanding, 
and commanding officers of artillery, who 
practically do rank as generals of brigade, 
and there we have stopped. It would be 
impossible to add to the list without 
making it enormously, inconveniently, 
and impossibly lengthy. We have pro- 


ceeded as near as we can in letter and | 


spirit according to precedent, and while I 
entirely recognise the value of the ser- 
vices of many departmental officers, with- 
out whose assistance neither this nor any 


expedition could have been successfully | 
conducted, I do not think it can be said that | 


we convey any slight upon a great pro- 
fession, or make an omission which we 
ought to have avoided, by not specially 
including these officers. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: May I point 
out that I referred to the name and rank 
of Surgeon-Major Taylor ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, but I am 
not talking of the rank in the Army List; 
I am talking of the actual work done in 
the field. Some of it, I think, was done 
by captains and majors, but on the field 
of battle they had, of course, the practical 
rank of general of brigade. Now, Sir, I 
leave that comparatively uncontroversial 
topic for the one raised by the hon. Gen- 
tleman the Member for Mayo, and by the 
hon. Member for East Northamptonshire. 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 
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The Member for Mayo does not profess, 
and has never professed, any interest for 
or sympathy with British soldiers, the 
British Army, or British institutions, 
He virtually comes here, I had almost 
said as an enemy of our country. 


Mr. DAVITT: Of the Government of 
Ireland. 





Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: I do not in the 
least wish to press the matter too far, but 
| the hon. Gentleman has with perfect can- 
| dour—and I must say always with tact and 
| moderation, considering the substance of 
his speeches, for the form of his speeches 
is somewhat in contrast to their occa- 
sional substance—he has always let us 
| clearly understand that, after all, a British 
| success gave him no satisfaction, and that 
|a British reverse would not break his 
heart. But, Sir, I do regret that the 
hon. Gentleman should have thought it 
| necessary to cast perfectly unwarranted 
|aspersions on the character for honour 
and humanity of British officers. I am 
sure that, as he stated that British officers 
had given orders that the wounded should 
be killed, he believes it. 


Mr. DAVITT: I believe it on the 
| testimony of Englishmen who were on the 
spot, and who gave their evidence in 
English newspapers. 





Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Well, I can 
assure the hon. Gentleman that it is my 
firm helief there never was a legend more 
‘absolutely devoid of any species of 
| foundation, and I do not believe the most 
critical examination could extract 4 
scintilla of evidence showing any con- 
dition of things so horrible as that in the 
story to which the hon. Gentleman has 
too easily given credence. Then he was 
followed by the hon. Gentleman the 
|Member for East Northamptonshire, 
whose speech I confess I liked much less 
than that of the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Mayo. The hon. Member 
for Mayo was perfectly frank ; he spoke 
in a sense and in a degree, as I indicated, 
as an enemy; he spoke plainly and 
openly. The hon. Gentleman the Member 
for East Northamptonshire thought it 
desirable and appropriate to read out 
some story of what happened in 1885, and 
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he told us that it is our business to see civilised warfare are that non-combatants 
that such proceedings never occurred are always to be spared, and it would be 
again. Of course, it is our business to impossible to carry on war under any 
see that the laws of humanity are pre- principles by which one side was allowed 
served, in war as well asin peace. No to fight and the other side had its hands 
doubt that is our duty, and neither we tied behind its back. Sir, the hon. 
in this House nor the generals and officers Gentleman tells us that his evidence 
of the Army have ever for a moment goes to show that any attempt to help 
thought it was not a duty which we and _ these poor, unfortunate, wounded men on 
they should earnestly and sedulously pur- | the field of battle was never made im- 
sue. But to suggest, as the hon. Gentle- possible by any hostile action on their 
man the Member for East Northampton- part. 
shire has suggested, that our soldiers 
are inhumane, and that our officers do| *\Mr. CHANNING: I did not say that 
nothing to discourage or to temper their | at all; I said that Lord Tullibardine’s 
inhumanity, is truly to put a libel upon a | experience showed that it was not always 
great and honourable profession, which, | the case. 
although no doubt the work of destruc- 
tion is its primary business, has always Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, it cer- 
had the tradition of carrying out its tainly was not always the case—I quite 
duties in a manner as consistent with the grant that. But that is not the point ; 
diminution of human suffering as is the point is, if you show, as I am told is 
possible. the fact, that there were wounded who 
had to be killed, were they ever killed 
*Mr. CHANNING: The right hon. except in self-defence? As long as the 
(rentleman has wholly misrepresented wounded are combatants they must be 
what I said. I quoted a well-known and ' treated as combatants, and, disguise it as 
very distinguished British officer who, we may, that is the inevitable result of 
served in the campaign of 1885, and I war. ‘The fact that in civilised battle 
gave his opinion as to these facts rather such incidents are never heard of is 
than my own. I expressly excluded, in | because in civilised battle a wounded man 
the beginning of my speech, any belief in| always is a non-combatant. For my own 
the responsibility of the officers for the part, I think the humane attempts of our 
acts which unfortunately took place. men, the humane and persistent attempts 
of men like Lord Tullibardine and others, 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure | to carry succour and assistance to these 
the hon. Gentleman that I have no desire | poor wounded soldiers, though they knew 
to misrepresent him. I judged from the that in doing so they carried their lives 
general tone and tenour of his speech. If} in their hands and ran the risk of a 
I judged him unjustly, I am sorry for it, treacherous attack from the very men 
and I am glad that he should have an} whom they attempted to assist, speak 
opportunity of explaining that in rising | volumes for the humanity of that Army 
to carry out what he justly described as | which hon. Members in their speeches 
amost painful task he did not, at all! have so cruelly traduced. I earnestly - 
events, intend to cast any slur on the hope, Sir, under these circumstances, that 
officers and men of the British Army. I neither the speech of the hon. Gentleman 


. have only one word more to say about this the Member for Mayo nor that of the 


question of the wounded. I believe hon. Member for East Northamptonshire 
the whole of these legends have| will move a single Gentleman in this 
been exploded by a multitude and House to abstain from recording his vote 


“host of eye-witnesses, But, of course, it | of thanks and giving his assent to the 


is the fact—nobody. has ever disguised | resolution which you, Sir, have just read 
it or pretended to disguise it—that there from the Chair. 

have been wounded in these battles who | 

have, though wounded, remained com-| Mr. DILLON: It was not to be ex- 
batants, and, being combatants, had to be | pected that the cause we advocate in this 
treated as combatants. The laws of | House would be a popular one, and the 
civilised warfare are sometimes repre- | most we can ask for, and, I think, have 
sented as if they stated that the wounded a right to expect, is that the great 
were always to be spared, . The laws of | majority who are bound to vote in favour 
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of this Resolution will give a fair hearing 
to the reply to the speech made by the 
right hon. Gentleman. Sir, what is it 
that has been alleged? And what is the 
evidence upon which the charge has been 
made! It has not been alleged by any- 
one, as the right hon. Gentleman sought 
to make it appear, that the charge is 
made against the whole body of officers 
in the British Army, or even the Egyptian 
Army. No such charge was ever made, 
and when the right hon. Gentleman 
triumphantly instanced the case of Lord 
Tullibardine and other officers who 
humanely, and unquestionably at the 
risk of their lives, 
men, he undoubtedly did allude to 
facts which reflected infinite 
on Lord Tullibardine and other officers 
on that occasion. I have 
slightest doubt that they acted as humane 
and civilised soldiers ought to act. The 
charge has not been made by Irishmen, 
but by British soldiers and officers who | 
took part in the campaign and were eye- 
witnesses, according to their statements, 
of what they stated. The charge that 
has been made is, substantially, that of 
the 16,000 men estimated to be wounded 
at the battle of Omdurman the great ma- 
jority were ruthlessly slaughtered after 
the battle. (“ Oh!” 
eye-witness. I have no knowledge—did 


I ever pretend to have any knowledge ?-, 


-—of these unhappy things, except what 
I derive, in common with the public of 
this country, from the evidence afforded 
by the letters of British soldiers and offi- 
cers published in the newspapers, and the 
evidence of military correspondents. The 
right hon, Gentleman did not seek to deny 


for a moment that a great many of the 
wounded were slaughtered. Everybody 


who is not a fool admits that on a field 
of battle, particularly when engaged in 
war with such people as the Dervishes, 
a certain number of the wounded have to 
be killed. But my conviction is that 
certainly the Soudanese—to an enormous 
extent, and to a much less extent the 
British troops—went out of their way to 
seek the wounded and kill them. Now | 
nave the strongest objection to this Reso- 
lution because it includes an expression 
of thanks to the Sondanese troops. Sir, 
I have read with much interest 
an article written on the subject by 
Major-General Gatacre. That officer 
served for a long time in India, 


Mr, Dillon. 


{COMMONS} 


5 . | 
offered assistance | 
to some of those wretched wounded g 


credit | 


not the+ 


“sideration for their defeated enemy. 
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‘and most successfully condneted the 
operations against the plague in India, 
and it was only when he was re. 
moved in the ordinary course of duty that 

| difficulties arose. I am informed that he 
is an extremely humane man, and a man 


who undoubtedly has had great ex- 
perience of savage warfare. He, very 
naturally, defends the British officers, 


but in the course of his article he does 
\not attempt to deny that the Soudanese 
did commit most painful atrocities ; and, 
after all, it must be remembered that we 
have the authority of Gordon him. 
| self, who had a long experience of wars in 
the Soudan, that it was a fixed practice to 
give no quarter on either side. It is not 
very much to be wondered at that 
the Egyptian troops did commit dreadful 
atrocities, all the more, perhaps, because 
several tribes had old scores to wipe off. 
What I object to in this Resolution is 
| that, without any expression of regret 
|from the Government, without any pro- 
| mise of inquiry to satisfy the conscience 
| of this country, and without any indica- 
| tion that there is even a doubt as to the 
transactions with reference to the 
wounded, we are called upon to vote 
the thanks of this House, not only to 
‘the British troops, but: also to the 
|Soudanese and Egyptian troops — the 


) Of course Iam no+forces of a foreign country. Under 
those circumstances I, for one, will 
vote against this Resolution. The 


right hon. Gentleman endeavoured to 
make the case against my hon. friend the 
Member for South Mayo that he spoke 
on this question as an enemy of the 
British power, and that he would rejoice 
in a British defeat if it occurred ; but | 
have endeavoured to address myself to 
the question simply from the point of 
view of humanity, whatever my feelings 
towards British power may be. It may 
be—I think it is—that from the peculiar 
position we Irish Members hold in this 
House we are the most impartial. 
[Laughter.] Do you pretend to be im- 
partial? You know perfectly well you 
are not. It is very hard for E nglishmen 
to sit in judgment on their own victorious 
officers and troops, and to have any con- 
You 
are not quite so generous a people as that, 
and it is therefore no harm that there 
should be men in this House who can feel 
even for those savage tribes, who are 
_God’s creatures, and have a right to, at 
least, humane and merciful treatment, and 
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to be looked upon as human beings, and 
not as noxious animals, as those who are 
sent to fight them too often come to 
regard them. ! wish that the effect ot 


this debate ana the debate on Monday 
will be to moderate and temper the 
savagery of war, Although this is on 


w totally different branch of the subject, 
[ desire also to support the conten 
tion put forward by the hon. Member 
for West Aberdeenshire. Why should 


not the names of the officers of mercy who | 


accompany the army be joined in the 
vote of thanks to the combatant officers ? 
It would be a good thing, if these votes ot 
thanks are to be passed at all, that they 
should include the names of some men 
whose duty it was to save life, while 
thanking those whose duty it was to 
destroy life ; and, belonging myself to the 
desire to concur en- 
tirely with the view of the hon. Member 
that these votes should record the names 
of representatives of the healing and 
merciful side of war, and that we should 
register our conviction that, while war 
may be necessary, yet it is to civilised 
nations, or ought to be, a horrible evil, 
and that the moment victory is won it 
ought to be the duty of every soldier to 
help to suecour and assuage the sufferings 
of those who have fallen by the strength 
of his right arm. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): It is diffi- 
cult to see for what seetion of the public 
the hon. Member for Kast Northampton- 
It seems to me that 
they are the people who in the last century 
would have prosecuted Warren Hastings 
and Clyde, who twenty years ago would 
have attacked General Eyre, and, later, the 
men who won Rhodesia for the British 
Empire. They are the people who 
always find Englishmen in the wrong all 


~over the world, and find foreigners right. 


They have friends in every country in 
which this nation has enemies. ‘They are 
the people who wish to support, and did 
support, the reverend gentleman who 
talked at the Conference at Birmingham 


~about the “filthy rags of Imperial policy.” 


They rejoice in the name of “Little 
Englanders” ; all the same they do not 
disdain the use of the Army and 
Navy when they want to bolster up a 
political party in the country. They sent 
Gordon to Khartoum, and deserted him 
when he got there. ‘They sent Lord 


Wolseley up the Nile, and when he came 
back they had very little thanks for him. 


{8 JUNE 1899} 
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‘They were ready to use the Sirdar, but 


having used him they throw him away 
like a squeezed orange. All I can say is 
| hope the hon. Member for East North- 
amptonshire will take a division; if he 
does he will probably have a greater 
record than even that achieved by my 
hon. friend the Member for King’s ‘Lynn 
the other night. 

*Mr. H. J. WILSON (York W. R., 
Holmfirth): I desire to make an appeal to 
the First Lord of the Treasury. There 
are two things about which we are all 
agreed—one is the bravery of the English 
officers and soldiers wherever they are, 
and the other that the vast majority of 
them are naturally humane men. Not- 
withstanding what the First Lord of the 
Treasury has said,[ want to put it to 
him that all the stories referred to have 
not been exploded. I desire to support 
the appeal of my hon. friend the Meim- 
ber for East Northamptonshire (who does 
not deserve the language which has been 
applied to him) that there ought to be 
searching investigation into the matter. 
The proceedings of forteen years ago, 
which have been referred to, throw a 
great light on this question, because 
the misbehaviour of the black troops 
then should show that these events 
were not unforeseen. If not unforeseen, 
precautions ought to be taken against 
them ; and if such precautions were not 
taken, how thencan we support this vote of 
thanks? Ihave here an account worse than 
anything that has yet been read. It 
bears every evidence of authenticity, and it 
shows how officers were implicated. I will 
not read it, but I will take the liberty of 
sending it to the First Lord of the 
Treasury in support of the plea of my 
hon. friend. I can assure him that nobody 
would be more thankful than we should 
if these stories could be entirely refuted ; 
but if these methods of war are considered 
necessary, let us know who says so, and 
in any ease let us know what has been 
done and who is responsible. Until this 
has been done I am obliged to vote, by 
my conscience, against all the Resolutions 
except the last. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): It may appear somewhat 
ungracious to vote against this resolution, 
and I desire to explain why I am com- 
pelled to do so. In the first place, I have 
all along felt strongly opposed to the 
passing, in modern times, of resolutions of 


_ this kind after ev ery sort of campaign. I 
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had almost said that this was a prostitu- 
tion of the usages and functions of this 
House. I do not think that “prostitution” 
is the correct word—it is too strong a 
term ; but I do think that we are passing 
these resolutions on very much too trivial 
occasions. It is far better we should reserve 
them for some great occasion. This House 
formerly never dreamt of passing a reso- 
lution of this kind except on an occasion, 
such as Waterloo or Trafalgar, which 


was equivalent to the saving of the, 


Empire. Then the thanks of the 
House were given, and so important was 


{COMMONS} 


Campaign, 1896-7-8, G88 


the order was given that all the wounded 
| Dervishes were to be shot or bayoneted.” 

A private in the 2nd Fusiliers says that 
_ the order was conveyed to bayonet every- 
+ene, dead or alive. General Gatacre and 

Lord Kitchener have denied that any 

such order was given, and | accept their 
‘denial, but some inquiry ought to be 
' made as to how came such an impression 
| to be so general among the troops. Until 
/some inquiry is made and the character 
_of our men completely cleared, I certainly 
will not join in this Vote of thanks. 


*Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) 


it regarded that history recorded the fact I have received a letter which appears to 
as exceptional. But now every small | me to be a complete answer to the state- 
campaign, if it happens to be successful| ment which has been made by the hon. 
—and it always is—is brought before this | Members opposite. It will be remembered 
House, and we have a peerage given for | that two foreign military attachés accom- 
such a matter as the bombardment of panied the Anglo-Egyptian Army. One 
Alexandria. I object altogether to that; | represented Germany, and he wrote a 
we ought not to throw away such an | letter, which appeared in Zhe Times on 
important honour, and, of course, it+the 16th of January, refuting these 





lessens the honour when it is given on | calumnies. 


The other, Major Luigi Cal- 


every occasion. Suppose we were engaged | derari, represented the great military 


in war with a European Power, with an nation of Italy. 


army equal in numbers to our own and 
equally equipped; suppose we won a 
brilliant victory, which saved the reputa- 
tion and possibly the existence of this 
country, what honour would there be left 
for the General who achieved such a feat ? 
None, except to persuade the reigning 
monarch to go on his bended knees and 
hand over his crown. I am unwilling to 


believe the stories of cruelty on the part of | were not 


our officers and men ; but we must bear in 
mind that English officers and men have 
the weaknesses of humanity, and they 
may, on occasion, in the excitement of 
the moment, have allowed their feelings 
to carry them further than they ought. 
But where we find letters published in | 
the local Press from private soldiers, in 
which the names of the men are given, | 
and in which it is stated that the wounded 
were killed, and that it was done by | 
order, it is a very serious thing indeed. I 
do not believe for a moment that it was | 
done by order, but these men were 


evidently under the impression that it were not in any way molested. 
A private in the Lancashire Fusi- | 


was. 


Last December I had 
the honour of meeting him a few days 
after his return from the Soudan, and he 
was full of praise of our magnificent 
Anglo-Egyptian Army. He had been with 
the Staff, and therefore in a position to be 
_able to see everything that went on. He 
| subsequently wrote me the following 
| letter, which I read in the House on 
| Monday night, but as many hon. Members 
then present it may be 
desirable to read it again :— 
“Caserta, February 28th, 1899. 

“ Dear Mr. Lees Knowles,—I am very glad to 
have an opportunity to put in writing what | 
stated to you verbally in Milan as to the man- 
ner in which the Dervish prisoners at the battle 
of Omdurman were treated, and to deny in the 
most absolute way that any cruelty was prac- 
tised towards the prisoners. I rode on the 
field of battle in various directions, and every- 
where I saw hundreds of wounded lying 
alive, notwithstanding that the ground had 
already been traversed by the Anglo-Egyptian 
troops. [ happened to be for a while at the head 
of the ~~ in their advance after the attack 
on the zariba had been repulsed, and then again 
I was able to convince myself that the wounded 
If an occa- 
sional wounded man was killed it was only in 
legitimate defence, because, as is well known, 


liers writes : | it is a custom with these peoples to pretend to 


“© As we advanced we were ordered to kill 
all the wounded we met. 


A corporal of the Grenadier Guards writes: | 


“We had to march with orders to kill all.” 
A soldier who was present at the battle 
writes : 


“The ground was strewn with hodies, and | 


Mr, Bryn Loberts. 


| be dead and then to fire on the enemy as he 

asses, or, worse still, to ask for water and 

elp, and then treacherously to kill those who 
are succouring them. I do not write these 
things in order to defend Lord Kitchener: he 
| is so far above such accusations that merely te 
waste words in denying them would be an 
insult tohim. I can only repeat that I am 
| very happy that an opportunity presents itself 
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for me to give a denial to statements which are | tion of these calumnies. 
It was, moreover, my duty to do so, 
especially as some Italian newspapers have 
copied and republished such statements. 


untrue. 





{8 JuNE 1899} 


“Believe me, etc., ete., etc., 


“ LUIGI CALDERARI.” 


That, I think, is an important letter, 


The House 
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Coming from a 


foreigner, it may be appreciated by hon.- 
xentlemen from Ireland. 


Question put. 


divided: Ayes, 347; noes 


and adds considerably towards the refuta~' 18. (Division List, No, 179.) 


‘ 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead)'\ , 
Allen, W.(Newe. under Lyme 
Allhusen, Augustus Henry Ev 
Allsopp, Hon. George , 
Anson, Sir William Reynell¥ 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert . 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asqu‘th, Rt. Hon. Herbert Ht> 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Au:tin, Sir John (Yorkshire)? 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Jalearres, Lord 

faldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.( Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederic George 
darnes, Frederic Gorell ~ 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S.-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beach, W. W. Bramston(Hants) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B.{ 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Sentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles > 
Jethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred |, . 

Birrell, Augustine ™ ; 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford ~ 
Bond, Edward 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Bowles,Capt. H. F.(Middlesex) 
Broadhurst, Henry | 
. Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, A. Montagu . 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James + 
Brymer, William Ernest 9 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn! 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles ¢ 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. J A(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H} 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight! 
Cawley, Frederick > 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William _ 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East)’, 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


YOL, LXXI, [Fourtu 


AYES. 
Chaloner, Capt. R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt Hn J (Birm.), 


Chamberlain,J Austen( Wore’r, 
Channing, Francis Allston; 


| Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 


Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Clough, Walter Owen | 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E..4 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole 
Colville, John 

Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke,C. W. Radclitte( Heref’d) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow 4 
Cox, Irwin Ed. B. (Harrow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 

Cros:, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry | 
Davies,SirHoratioD. (Chath’m , 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan |* 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dorington, Sir John.Ed. 
Doughty, George + 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William ; 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas, 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith)} 
Fergusson, Kt. Hn.SirJ.(Man.) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Rbt. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
FitzWygram, General Sir I’, 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) * 
Fry, Lewis |, 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd | 
Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H. (C. of Lon.) | 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


SERIES. | 


2 





Gilliat, John Saunders f 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. ! 
Goddard, Daniel Ford * 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(StGeorge’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edward T. € 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, W. R.- (Cambs.) 
CGretton, John 

Griffith, Ellis J. + 

Gunter, Colonel 

Gurdon, Sir William B. >. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon* 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSearle-\: 
Heath, James 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H.} 
Helder, Augustus . 
Henderson, Alexander ‘ 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hon. A. 8. (Staffs) 
Hill, Sir Edward S. (Bristol) 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) ' 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John | 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


| Howard, Joseph 


Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry C. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Grice- 


| Hutton, John (Yorks, N. R.) 


Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnson-Ferguson, JabezEdw.} 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon Hh George : 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU. t 
Kearley, Hudson E. : 

Kenyon, James 

Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth ' 
Kitson, Sir James 


B 
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“Knowles, Lees © Newdigate, Francis Alexander | Stanley Edward J. (Somerset) 
,Lafone, Alfred ‘ Norton, Capt. Cecil William |) Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Lambert, George * Nussey, Thomas Willans | Stanley, Lord (Lances.) 
Laurie, Lieut. -General {. Oldroyd, Mark - Stephens, Henry Charles 
Seersasmge = eo F. tones O'Neill, H. Robert Torrens f pctencege nos ane 
zawson, John Grant (Yorks.) \) Parkes Ebene; ? Suewart, Sir M. J. M‘Tageart 
' Lecky, tt. Hn. William Edw.H. ; Paulie, Jeune iialler Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
-e Sir — (Birkenhead) isPease, A. E. (Cleveland) i Stock, James Henry 
‘ veig _ ce ey ‘Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) ‘ reser | eo 
eng, Sir John ' ~Pease, Joseph A.(Northumb.) Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
, Lewis, John eerbert i Pender, Sir James Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
—— mg Pi en a Penn, John Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G. (Oxf’d U.) 
Lod “y ‘Ge 2 1d Walt Sr sat Perey, Ear! dat \ Tennant, Harold John 
he ae TCH . ‘ns AViE “ se Perks, Robert William Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Lone Rt H » Walter (1 i * 1 Pierpoint, Robert Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
“PR i os Var te Bull a Pirie, Duncan V. _ H'Thorburn, Walter 
— oo, ae. meas Pretyman, Ernest George Thornton, Percy M. 
: “pr oag F adie Williar \ Price, Robert John _ | Tollemache, Henry James 
Lowth “ng % (Kent) Priestley,SirW.Overend (Edin |. Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 
: - pea Shadwell William .Purvis, Robert Tritton, Charles Ernest 
eae ’ ; Pym, C. Guy D iivm Alovander 
y xt > 


«Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | Usborne, Thomas 
Reckitt, Harold James. : 
Rentoul, James Alexander 

tichardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 


Valentia, Viscount 
Vincent,Col, Sir C. E. Howard 


Maclver, David (Liverpool!) : bbs ae pe 
— Sir st Wiliam Richardson, Sir ‘I’. (Hartlep’l) }; Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Mz , Sire ‘ Sete : +. fica 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool tickett, J. Compton _ _, Walton, Joseph (Barnsley: 
= astwet, Charien (Liverpoo)) Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W. Warr, Augustus Frederick 


M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall . pene é ; dete 

Mal y H. | 3B give. titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson \-Wedderburn, Sir William 

i almont, H. 1. bb. (Cambs. ) Rchetts Jobe U1. (eubieha) | We with Vanna t. Vel 

M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) LOberts, Joun He en 1ghs. ) ent wort 1, bruce ©. \V ernon- 
Ex Robertson, Herbert (H’ckney) Wharton, Rt. Ho. Jolin Lloyd 


M‘Kenna, Reginald ; bass: 
M'Killop, James Robinson, Brooke Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und r-L, 
M‘Laren. Charles Benjamin Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Maple Sir John Blundell tothschild, Hon. Lionel W. Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Mappin sir Frederick T Round, James Williams, Joseph P.- (Birin.) 
AT, 1 ‘ toyds, Clement Molyneux " Willox, Sir Jolin Archibat 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) sed hie Mgt cheat Ms Nel) Pa eke : 

¥ ( ae tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) “Wilson, J. (Durham, Mid.) 


J " . J. W. (Yorks. 4 

ee ve tydey, John Herbert Dudley Wilson, John (Govan) ; 

Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) ‘Wilson, J. W. (Worcestsh. N.) 
<a Wilson-Todd, W. H. ( Yorks.) 


Middlemore, John T. Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) |, : FO ieee 
Milbank, Sir Powlett Chas. J. Seely, ( ‘harles Hilton t Wodehouse, Kel in. E.R. B uth) 
Milward, Colonel Victor Seton-Karr, Henry te year Wilhelm 
Monk, Charles James Sharpe, William Edward T. { aegg liam 
\ Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel \ Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) ‘y. wods, Samuel = 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B) Vortley, Rt. Hon.C. B. Stuart- 


oaas ; . ; : mae ea) Wyndham, Creorge 
d ' N. Shaw-Stewart, M. H. (i nfr - stg ee : 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) haw-Stewart, M. H. (R’nfr’w) Wyndham: Quin, Major W. H. 


Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm thsh. Simeon, Sir Barrington * i : 
itl ) 7 Young, Commander( Berks, E.) 


Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) } Sinclair, Capt. John(F’rfrsl’e) y oe Willi 
Morton, Arthur H.A. (Deptf’d \ Smith, Samuel (Flint) | Yoxall di: ony Ne 
‘Moulton, John Fletcher Smith, Hon. W. F. (Stvend) § *O*S", “amos meary 
Muntz, Philip A. Soames, Arthur Wellesley TELLERS FoR THE AYES— 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) \ Spicer, Albert Sir Willian Walrond and 
Murray, Charles.J. (Coventry) © Stanley, Hon A. (Ormskirk) Mr. Anstruther. 
NOES. 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton+ O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) &f, Tully, Jasper 
»* Curran, Thomas (Slizo, 8.) O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) — t- Wilson, Henry J.( York, W.R.) 
Dillon, John ,O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
’Doogan, P. C. ,O°Malley, William TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
‘Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(CumbT’'d) >Pickard, Benjamin Mr. Davitt and Mr. James 
MacAleese, Daniel ‘Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) O'Connor. 
M‘Ghee, Richard ‘Steadman, William Charles 
- Morris, Samuel Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
2. Resolved, That the thanks of this; Major-General Sir Henry Macleod 
House he given to Leslie Rundle, K.C.B.,  C.M.G,, 


D.S.0., R.A. ; 
Major-General Sir Archibald Hunter, . Major-General Sir William Forbes 
K.C.B., D.S.O. ; Gatacre, K.C.B., D.S.O. ; 
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Major-General the Hon. Neville Gerald 


Lyttelton, C.B. ; | 

Major-General A. G. Wauchope, C.B., | 
C.M.G. ; 

Major and Brevet Colonel Sir Francis 
Reginald Wingate, K.C.M.G., C.B., 
D.S.O., R.A. ; 

Lieutenant-Colonel and Brevet Colonel | 
C. J. Long, R.A. ; 

Major and Brevet Colonel J. G. Max- 
well, D.S.O. ; 

Major and Brevet Colonel H. A. 
MacDonald, D.S.O. ; 

LieutenantColonel D, F. Lewis, C.B. ; 


b 


! 
| 


Major and Brevet Lieutenant Colonel 
J. Collinson, C.B. ; 


Acland-Hood,Capt.SirAlex. F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) | 
Allen, Wm. (New. u. Lyme) 
Allhusen, Augustus Hy. E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold, Alfred 

Ascroft, Robert 

Ashton, Thomas Gair | 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Hy.{: 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) \ | 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
salcarres, Lord 

Baldwin, Alfred 

Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man.) 
salfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
; Banbury, Frederick George 

) Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hn.A.H.S.-(Hunts) 
Bartley, George C. T. 

' Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Seach, RtHn.SirM H.( Bristol) 
Beach, W. W. B. (Hants.) 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B.! 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Beresford, Lord Charles* 

.) Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

~ Billson, Alfred \ 

8 Birrell, Augustine | 
Blakiston-Housion, John? 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford |. 
Bond, Eaward 

Boulnois, Edmund 

vd Boustield, William Robert 

i Bowles, Capt. H. F. (Middlx.) 
Broadhurst, Henry | 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu | 
Bryce, Rt, Hon, James / | 


Cochrane, Hon. 


Colville, John 


Cripps, Charles 


es 





3rymer, William Ernest 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

sutcher, John George 

Buxton, Sydney Charles t 

Caldwell, James © | 
| Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow), 
| Campbell, Rt. Hon.J.A.(Glas.) , 
| Campbrll-Bannerman, Sir H.y) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Carmichael, Sir 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East)’ 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt.Hn.J.(Birm. )), 
Chamberlain, J. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
| Charrington, Spencer 

Chelsea, Viscount 

Clough, Walter Owen 
THA. E, 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry), 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis _, 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E..H. Athole 


Compton, Lord Alwyne 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
| Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Alfred 
Crombie, John William \ 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry - 
| Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
| Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) \ 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Disraeh, Coningsby Ralph 
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Captain C. R. Keppel, C.B., D.S.0., 
R.N. ; 


and to the other Officers and Warrant 
Officers of the Navy, the British and the 
Egyptian Army, and the Royal Marines, 
or the energy and gallantry with which 
they executed the services which they 


| were called upon to perform. 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That this House doth acknowledge and 
highly approve the gallantry, discipline, and 
good conduct displayed by the Petty Officers, 
Non-commissioned Officers, and men of the 
Navy, the British and Egyptian Army, and the 
Royal Marines during the campaign.”—(Mr. 


Balfour). 


The House divided; Ayes 355, Noes 
16. (Division List No. 180). 


AYES. 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 
Dorington, Sir John Edw. 
Doughty, George - 

Reacien Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Duckworth, James ~ 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dunn, Sir William | 


Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert‘ 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.Sir J. (Man. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald,SirRobert Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond \ 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 
Fry, Lewis 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd | 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.ofLond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
(Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Freak. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir. J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(StG’rg’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
| Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
' Greene, W. Raymond-(Cambs) 


T. D. Gibson- 


A. (Wore’r.) 


2B2 


Elliot, Hon. A Ralph Douglas - 
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{ Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gunter, Colonel 

2 Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 

*\Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Ld. Geo. 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

t.Harwood, George 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 

t+ Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Heath, James 

+ Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill, Rt. Hon. A. 8. (Staffs.) 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hamps. ) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 

}2 Hobhonse, Henry 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 
Howell, \\ illiam Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. James Henry ©. 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks, N.R.) 

»dackson, Kt. Hn. Win. Lawies 

‘Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 

rJohnson-Ferguson, Jabez Ed. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) , 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones, William (Carnarvons.) 

~ Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn.SirU ¢ 

* Kearley, Hudson, E. 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James | 
Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, George 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 

’ Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) 
Leighton, Stanley 

‘Leng, Sir John 

© Lewis, John Herbert 
Llewelyn, Sir D.- (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 

Loder, Gerald W. Erskine 


_— 
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2.Maclver, David (Liverpool) | Royds, Clement Molyneux | 
Maclure, Sir John William | Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’m) 


'> M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) Is tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
(.M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 


M‘Cualmont, H. L. B. (Cambs.) Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 


,.M ‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinb’rgh, W.) | Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 


M‘Killop, James Seely, Charles Hilton 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin Seton-Karr, Henry , 
Maple, Sir John Blundell Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) 


Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe }-Shaw, Thomas (Hawick b.) 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. | Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) } Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Mellor, Rt. Hon.J.W.(Yorks.) |} Sinclair, Capt.John(Forfarsh.) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine }-Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand | Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton } Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John Spicer, Albert 


\»Mildmay, Francis Bingham  [ Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 


Milward, Colonel Victor Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
‘Monk, Charles James Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
‘Montagu, Hon. J. 8. (Hants.) | Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Montagu, Sir S. (Whitechpl.) / Steadman, William Charles 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy Stephens, Henry ¢ harles 


,.Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | Stevenson, Francis Ss. ; 
. More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) | Stewart, Sir M. J. M’Taggart 
i 


Morgan,Hon. F. (Monm'thsh.) | Stirling. Maxwell, Sir John M. 


+ Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) Stock, James Henry 
Morrell, George Herbert Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) ‘Strachey, Edward 

* Moulton, John Fletcher | Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Muntz, Philip A. | Sturt, Hon. Humphry N. 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) ph. 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | Talbot,Rt.Hn. J. G.(Oxf'd.U.) 
( Tennant, Harold John 


~Newdigate, Francis Alex. + Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Nicholson, William Graham "Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian Thorburn, Walter 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William | Thornton. Perey M. 

Nussey, Thomas Willans Tollemache, Henry James 
Oldroyd, Mark Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 


O‘Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens ‘Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Parkes, Ebenezer 

Paulton, James Mellor ~Ure, Alexander 

Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) . eyo 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) | Valentia, Viseount 

Pease, Joseph A.(Northump.) | Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 


Pender, Sir James a 
eseeeggg, Sn a l« Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Percy Earl | Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.) 
Perks, Robert William Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Pickard, Benjamin F Wedderburn, Sir W illiam 
Pierpoint Robert Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
ree ce ' | Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Pirie, Duncan V. begs : beset 
Powell. Sir Francis Sharp | W hiteley, George (Stockport) 
Pretyman Ernest Georce Whitmore, Charles Aigernon 
SO acs Robert ree = Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Priestley Sir W. O. (Edin.) \sWilliams, Jos. Powell-(Birm.) 
- J? » . . 4 . ve Es “* a1 . . 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | Willox, Sir John Archibald 
“es. fie es 5 + Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Purvis, Robert be Fee ; 
Pom. (“Gay Wilson,J.W.(Woreestersh. N.) 
y Sige. 'y ’ see js Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | Wolff, Gustav Wilhelin 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) |} Reckitt, Harold James (Woodall, William 


Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverp’l) ¢ 


Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 

Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 

Lowther, Rt. HnJ W(Cumb'I'd) | 
,.Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 


y 


Richardson J. (Durham, $.E.) |} Woods, Samuel 
»Richardson, Sir T.(Hartlep’l) | Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. S.- 


t Rickett, J. Compton | Wylie. Alexander 


Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir Matt. W. | Wyndham, George 

Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. ) | ; 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) |, Younger, William 


Lucas-Shadwell, William Robinson, Brooke \, Yoxall, James Henry 
“Lyell, Sir Leonard YRobson, William Snowdon | 
uLyttelton, Hon. Alfred Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye | TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison _Rothschild,Hon. Lionel Walter | Sir William Walrond and 
Macdona, John Cumming Round, James | Mr. Anstruther 
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Cumpaign, 1896-7-8. 


NOES. 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.). p 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S8.)A ! 
Dillon, John A‘ 

Doogan, P. C. % 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land)f 
MacAleese, Daniel 4 % 


M‘Ghee, Richard 


3. Resolved,—That this House doth 
acknowledge and highly approve the gal- 
lantry, discipline, and good conduct dis- 
played by the Petty Officers, Non-com- 
missioned Officers, and men of the Navy, 
the British and the Egyptian Army, and 
the Royal Marines during the campaign. 


Motion made, and Question proposed 


“That the thanks of this House be given to 
Lieutenant-General Sir Francis Grenfell, 
G.C.B., G.C.M.G., for the support and assist- 
ance which he afforded to the forces employed 


in the operations in the  Soudan.”—(Vr. 
Balfour.) 
Mr. DAVITT: I do not intend to 


divide the House upon either of the two 
remaining resolutions, because they do 
not raise the question upon which we 
desired to protest, more especially when 
one of these resolutions amounts to an 
expression of sympathy with those families 
who have lost their sons. I trust that in 
this connection the House will remember 
the family of an hon, Member of this 
House who was universally respected, and 
who died on Monday night in the per 
formance of the manly duty of protesting 
against all this butchery.* 
Question put and agreed to. 


t, Resolved,—That the thanks of this 
House be given to Lieutenant - General 


Sir Francis Grenfell, G.C.B., G.C.M.G., | 


for the support and assistance which he 
afforded to the forces employed in the 
operations in the Soudan. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

‘* That this House doth acknowledge, with 
admiration, the distinguished valour, devotion, 
and conduct of those other officers and men 
who have perished during the campuign in the 
Soudan in the service of their country, and 
feels deep sympathy with their relatives and 
friends.” —(J/r. Balfour.) 


LORD CHAS. BERESFORD (York) : 
I wish to make a request to the Govern- 
ment, and, whether it will be complied 
with or not, I am sure I shall have the 


* Refer to page 400 of this volume. 


Morris, Samuel Ai 

O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork)+ 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny)F® 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Malley, William ™ * 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) } 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath)' } 


| Tully, Jasper +. / 
| Wilson, Hy. J. (York, W. R.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Mr. Davitt and Mr. James 
O’Connor. 


sympathy of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. It came to my knowledge, 
when a similar vote of condolence to the 
relatives of the men who were killed in 
the last Soudan campaign was passed in 
this House, that many of the widows and 
relatives of the men never knew at all that 
such a vote had been passed, as far as 
any official intimation was concerned, and 
they would not have known anything 
about it if I had not taken the trouble to 
write to them. I therefore ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he can see his 
way to order a memorandum to be sent 
to the relatives of those who fell in 
battle, in order that they may know 


that the gallantry of their relatives 
has been fully appreciated by the 


representatives of the country in this 
House. Many of them are very poor 
people, and they never see a newspaper 
at all, and a great many of them would 
have no idea that this vote has been 
passed unless they receive an intimation 
to that effect. I am sure that these poor 
people would greatly appreciate an official 
intimation that the devotion and gallantry 
of their relatives has been acknowledged 
in this House. 


Mr. DILLON: May I suggest that on 
future occasions when this, House votes 
large sums of money, honours, distine- 
tions, and sympathy with the relatives of 
those who fall in battle, the latter, who 
are often reduced to poverty by their loss, 


should receive a year or two's pay.along - 


with the resolution of sympathy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
suggestion of my noble friend the Mem- 
her for York is worthy of consideration. 
I do not know whether machinery exists 
for carrying out the suggestion, but I con- 
jecture that no great difficulty need be 
found in doing so. On that point I can 
hardly pledge myself without consulting 
the officials concerned ; but I can give the 


/noble Lord the assurance that anything 
‘ 
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that can be done in the direction he has 
indicated will certainly be done. 
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Question put and agreed to. 


5. Resolved,—That this House doth ac- 
knowledge, with admiration, the distin- 
guished valour, devotion, and conduct of 
those other officers and men who have 
perished duringthe campaign inthe Soudan 


in the service of their country, and feels | 


deep sympathy with their relatives and 


friends.—(Mr. Balfour.) 


Ordered,—That the said resolutions be 
transmitted by Mr. Speaker to Major- 
General Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, 
G.C.B., K.C.M.G., and that he be re- 
quested to communicate the same to the 
several officers and men referred to 
therein.—(Mr. Balfour.) 





LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 
Order read, for resuming adjourned 
Debate on Amendment proposed [6th 
June} on consideration of the Bill, as 
amended :— 


“And which Amendment was, in page 12, 
lines 32 and 33, to leave out the words ‘ the in- 


habitants of the parish,’ in order to insert the | 


words ‘such inhabitants of the parish as shall 
have obeyed that rubric of the Book of Com- 


mon Prayer which is printed at the end of the 


Order of the Administration of the Holy Com- 
munion, and which requires that every 
parishioner shall communicate at the least 
three times in the year, of which Easter to be 
one. ”—(Lord Hugh Cecil.) 

Question again proposed — 

“That the words ‘ the inhabitants of’ stand 
part of the Bill.” 


Debate resumed. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): While I very much admire 
the courage which the noble Lord has 
shown in bringing this matter forward, I 
must say I think there will be a general 
agreement on both sides of the House that in 
submitting this Amendment he hasallowed 
his zeal to outrun his discretion. We 
are dealing with a Bill for the better 
government of this ancient metropolis, 
and the noble Lord calls on us to so shape 
the measure as to involve a_re-con- 
struction of an ancient Church establish- 
ment. The noble Lord, in fact, seeks to 
make this a Disestablishment Bill ; but it 
is a piece of disestablishment beginning at 
the wrong end, for he proposes to disestab- 
lish, not the Church, but the parishioners. 
Further, he proposes not only te disfran- 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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| chise all Nonconformists, but also a num- 
| ber—probably a majority-—of members of 
| the Church of England, who are non-com- 
/municants. What are the grounds on 
which the noble Lord makes this sugges- 
tion to the House? First, he urges that 
it is only right and reasonable that a body 
which has to deal with Church affairs 
under the Act should be composed, not of 
the general public, but of Churchmen and 
/communicating members of the Church. 
| His second point was that it would be 
| decidedly improper to allow those who 
disobeyed the law of the Church to exer- 
|cise any government over Church 
/matters. A very large number of Church- 
/men would stoutly deny both propositions 
lof the noble Lord, but I would remind 
| the noble Lord that these are not the prin- 
| ciples on which the Church establishment 
| in this country is based. He has to deal 
with facts as they are, and not as they 
jought to be. The parish church is the 
‘church of the parish and of all the inhabi- 


_| tants of the parish, and all inhabitants can 


iclaim the right of having free seats 
'and of availing themselves’ of the  ser- 
| vices of the incumbent, whether they be 
/communicants or not. Nonconformists, 
}in common with Churchmen, can claim to 
| be baptised, married, and buried with the 
| Church’s rites ; they have the right of elect- 
ing churchwardens, and if they happen to 
be on the Parliamentary roll they have 
the right of deciding who shall, as 
their representatives in this House, act as 
supreme governors of the Church. Does 
the noble Lord intend this Amendment 
to be a beginning of a very much more 
|extensive scheme? Will he_ presently 
| insist that no Minister of the Crown who 
does not communicate three times every 
year—once at Easter included—shall be 
allowed to administer the Church 
patronage in the hands of the Crown ? 
And then with regard to the large army 
of private patrons, will he insist that they 
| all shall be communicants ! What is he 
| going to do with this House? Will he 
| hereafter insist that none of us shall have 
|a right to sit here and legislate for the 
| Church unless we are communicants of 
|that Church? The noble Lord says 
| the laity of the Church of England do not 
| exercise their proper share of influence in 
relation to the affairs of the Church, and 
he suggests that the reason for their not 
doing so is that they are an indeterminate 
| body. He proposes that they should 
|cease to be indeterminate by depriving 
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them of their existing rights. He proposes 
to increase their interest in the affairs 
of the Church by banishing them from 
the parish church, unless they happen to 
be communicants of that church. The 
truth is this Amendment, in principle, 
seeks to convert the National Church into 
a sect, and not only into a sect but into a 
section of a sect. It proposes to make the 
Church as narrow as it can be made. I 
do not wonder that the noble Lord was 
haunted by the ghost of the Test and 
Corporation Acts—those infamous Acts, 
which were scathingly described by the 
poet Cowper as 
“ Making the symbols of atoning grace 
An office key, a picklock to a place.” 


The noble Lord denies making the Com- 
munion a test in the same way as it was 
used in connection with the Test and 
Corporation Acts, but he proposes it as a 
qualification for entrance into the parish 
vestry, and thereby seeks to re-erect 
a barrier which the good sense and 
religion of the people of this country 
banished more than half a century ago. 
I have no doubt that the great majority 
of the members of the Church of England 
would strenuously object to the proposal 
of the noble Lord, and I am not surprised 
that the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Oxford University and 
the hon. Member for St. Albans were 
quick to dissociate themselves from the 
Motion, although they have put forward 
Amendments equally objectionable. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Oxford University proposes to substitute 
for communicating a declaration of bond 
Jide membership of the Church of Eng- 
land, while the Member for St. Albans 
supplies a double-shotted test, for he not 
merely requires a declaration—— 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Herts, St. 
Albans) : Is the hon. Member in order in 
discussing my Amendment ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: No. 
ment can only be discussed in the event 
of the Amendment of the noble Lord being 
carried. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I am 
content with the fact that the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member is on the Paper, 
and the House must draw its own 
conclusions from it. My view is that | 
both the Amendments should be re- 
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jected, and I think it will be time enough 
| for the noble Lord to come to this House 
with a proposition of this character when 
Churchmen themselves are agreed. There 
is another point, and that is what should 
constitute membership of the Church ? 
The noble Lord told us on a former occa- 
sion that he is anxious to maintain the 
independence of the Church and also its 
position as an Establishment. But the 
two things are incompatible, and the 
noble Lord knows that he will not secure 
their conjunction. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is now not merely discussing 
the general question of disestablishment, 
but he is also referringto a statement made 
in another Debate earlier in the session. 
He must confine himself to the Amend- 
ment. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I need 
not pursue that argument any further. I 
think I have said enough to prove the 
absolute futility of this discussion. 


*Mr. GEDGE (Walsall) : It seems to me 
there is no necessity whatever for this 
Amendment or any other Amendment. 
The inhabitants of the parish have 
hitherto had certain powers, partly eccle- 
siastical and partly secular, and I can see 
no reason why because the secular powers 
are now taken away the others should be 
taken away also. No doubt representa- 
tive bodies will be appointed to deal with 
ecclesiastical matters. The only money 
they have to spend will be supplied by 
Churchmen. Those who pay the piper 
can also call the tune, and we may be 
quite sure that the inhabitants, unless 
in exceptional cases, will always elect 
Churchmen to attend to Church affairs. 
Without disparaging religious work done 
by Nonconformists, it has been the glory 
of the Church that she is answerable for 
all the parishioners. They all are entitled 
to her ministrations. I anticipate no 
danger whatever for the Church, and I cor- 


Member for Mansfield said as to the 
clergyman being the clergyman of the 
whole parish, and not of a section of, the 
inhabitants. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): Did I not 
know the undoubted earnestness of the 
noble Lord, I should have thought that he 
had brought forward this Amendment as 
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us back to the days of the Inquisition and | framers of this Bill have distinctly raised 
of the Star Chamber—times in our history | the question of withdrawing Church 


which we would gladly forget. I regret 
that the matter has been brought forward. 
We know that all kinds of tests have 
been tried and have failed, and I do 
think that the re imposition of this test 


would be a retrograde step of a most | 


pitiful kind. I do not think the country 
has yet recovered from the shock inflicted 


upon it by the operation of the Act which | 


turned a most sacred rite in the service of 
the Church into a mere qualification for 
voting power. The Church, in one sense, 
is a collection of those who are bound 
together by a common faith and a 
common love, and history teaches us that 
we have never been able to find any sure 
method of making such a faith. The 
Church of England is not a_ testing 
Church, and it has distinctly repudiated 
the idea of applying these tests as a final 
mark of membership. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! The 
hon. Member is going beyond the scope 
of the Amendment. 


Mr. HARWOOD: I will simply 
say, in conclusion, that those who 
glory in the Church will regard nothing 
with favour which is calculated to narrow 
the liberties of that Church, and I there- 
fore trust. that the nobie Lord will with- 
draw his amendment. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich): I 
do not propose to put the House to the 
trouble of a division on this question, hut, 
by permission of the House, I would like 
to express my dissent from the views of 
the hon. Member for Mansfield, and to 
state that I regard this purely as a matter 
of law, and not as any test of obedience. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


*Mr. J. G. TALBOT (Oxford Uni- 
versity) : Notwithstanding the criticisms 
which have come from the other side of 
the House, I will venture in a few words 
to ask the House to agrce to the Amend- 
ment which stands in my name. I think 
I can show that my grounds for doing so 
are reasonable. My Amendment, which 
proposes to insert the words “ who shall 
declare themselves oni fide members of 


‘shall enable them to do so. 


matters from the jurisdiction of the new 
bodies which are to be established—this 
is shown by the words of this clause—and 
the only question is, by what sort of 
bodies shall they be administered in 
future. It surely cannot be considered fat- 
uous, old-fashioned, or absurd that Church- 
men should manage Church matters, and I 
think we are bound to secure the intro- 
duction into this Bill of words which 
I do not 
know what view the Government may take 
of my Amendment, nor am I aware what is 
the opinion of the House upon it, but I do 
ask hon. Members not to be led astray by 
any plausible arguments, such as_ the 
allegation, true in a certain sense, that 
the Church is the Church of the whole 
nation. I only wish by moving this 
Amendment to show that we, as members 
of the Church of England, while anxious to 
acknowledge the service which the Govern- 
ment has done by preserving the manage- 





' ment of the affairs of the Church from the 


control of the borough councils, are 


‘anxious to ensure that they shall be 


administered only by those who declare 
themselves to be Churchmen. 


Amendment proposed — 
“In page 12, line 33, after the words last 


| inserted, to insert the words ‘ who shall declare 


the Church of England,” ought not to. 


offend the conscience of anyone or to 
Mr. Harwood. 


| 


| 


themselves bona fide members of the Church of 
England.”—(Mr. Talbot.) 


Question proposed 
“That those words be there inserted.” 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I quite admit that this Amendment 
is not open to some of the objections 
urged against that of my noble friend the 
Member for Greenwich. But it is not a 
very opportune moment at which to dis- 
cuss such questions as the reform of 
vestries. This Bill is a Bill for the re- 
form of London municipal government. 
To make it a Bill for dealing with eccle- 
siastical matters would be throwing on 
our shoulders a burden which we neither 
desire to assume nor which ought to be 
thrust upon us on an occasion of this kind. 
On the abstract merits of the proposal I 
say nothing ; on the face of it the sug- 
gestion contained in the Amendment 


is an extremely plausible one. But 
any ecclesiastical reform of the 
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vestries should take the shape of a 
measure applying to the whole country, 
and not to London alone. I am informed 
that the late Archbishop of Canterbury had 
very much at heart the question of the 
reform of the vestries, and I believe I am 
right in saying that what stopped all 
further procedure on his part in dealing 
with the question was the very problem 
touched on by my right hon. friend, 
namely, whether for vestry purposes the 
Church is to be regarded as a sect or as the 
Church of the whole nation. Is it prac- 
ticable or tolerable that we should attempt 
to discuss, on such a Bill as this, a con- 
troversy we should find difficult enough 
successfully to tackle alone? While I do 
not complain of the action of my right 
hon. friend in moving the Amendment, I 
do protest that he has chosen a most 
improper time for raising this question. 


Mr. VICARY GIBBS: My right hon. 
friend has rebuked those of us who have 
thought fit to intrude ecclesiastical matters 
into a debate on the London Government 
Bill. But this is the point | should like 
to draw attention to. It seems to be 
suggested that there is something in- 
herently absurd and unreasonable in the 
proposition that the affairs of the Church 
of England, where they arise in connec- 
tion with vestry business, should be 
managed by members of that Church. 
But surely it is not altogether unreason- 
able to bring before the House by means 
of this Amendment the fact that under 
the clause, as it now stands, persons who 
have no interest in the Church will 
be granted the power to interfere in 
purely ecclesiastical matters. 


Viscount CRANBORNE (Rochester) : 
In the few words I wish to say I would 
point out that the terms of this Amend- 
ment are much less rigid than those of 
_the one proposed by my noble friend 
the Member for Greenwich. It was 
pointed out on a previous occasion by the 
First Lord of the Treasury that the test 
proposed in the last Amendment was 
stronger than that which prevailed in the 
Church of Scotland. But, as I under- 


stand the position in the Scottish Church, 
the members consist of communicants and 
those whom the body of Churchmen 
recognise as such, whereas the amendment 
proposes that a man who lonw fide declares 
himself a Churchman will be accepted as 
such on his own word. 
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right hon. friend has stated that this Bill 
makes no change in the position 
of the Church in these matters. 
'Itis very evident that he ought to be the 
chairman for ecclesiastical purposes, yet 
under the scheme or method by which this 
clause will be carried out there is no 
guarantee of anything of that kind. 
Sooner or later this question must be 
faced ; you cannot come up to the House 
of Commons and say that laymen are to 
have control over the Church of England, 
and not define what a layman is. One 
hon. Gentleman says that we must wait 
for a large Bill to deal with these 
matters; but will any Member of the 
Government or of the Front Opposition 
bench presume to foreshadow the time 
when we shall have a Bill to deal with 
ecclesiastical vestries ! In the meantime 
the question has to be dealt with. Here 
is a simple example, which shows that this 
is the very opportunity, when we are re- 
constructing a public body which has 
exclusively to deal with Church matters, 
to take this matter into consideration. 
This is a very practical matter. Who 
ought to have control over Church 
matters? Why, evidently the Church- 
men. The proposition before the House 
is a most reasonable one in my opinion, 
and it is for this reason that I cannot 
regret that. my right hon. friend has pro- 
posed his Amendment. This proposal 
does not represent the view of a small 
body of Churehmen, but of the whole. 
There is no subject on which Churchmen 
as a whole agree so much as upon their 
having greater control over the Church, 


*Mr. J G. TALBOT: After the 
sympathetic reception which my proposal 
has had from my right hon. friend the 
First Lord of the Treasury, I beg to 
withdraw my Amendment. (Cries of 
“No, No.”) 

Question put and negatived. Other 
Amendments made. 


Mr.W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, Westmin- 
ster): I think the Amendment which 
stands in my name is desirable, because 
there are cases which may arise in which 
officers are simply transferred from the 
vestries to the borough councils, for 
whom they would perform the same 
work, and it is only fair that past 
services should be reckoned for the pur- 
poses of calculating the compensation to 
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which they are entitled. With these 
remarks I beg to move the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 
‘‘In Clause 26, page 15, line 27, at end, to 


insert—-‘ Provided that the borough council may, | 


if it thinks fit, take into account continuous 
service under any authority or authorities to 
which this Act refers, in order to calculate the 
total period of service of any officer entitled to 
compensation under this Act.’* — (Wr. WW. PF. D. 
Smith.) 

Question proposed “That these words 
be there inserted.” 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The particular 
form in which the hon. Gentleman put 
his Amendment on a former occasion 
made it compulsory in its character, and 
thus rendered it obligatory for one muni- 
cipality to pay for services performed for 
another municipality. The objection to 
such a clause was obvious. The hon. 
Member shows his appreciation of that 
fact here by making it voluntary. In 
this form it is not objectionable, and of 
course there are cases in which the change 
might be extremely hard upon the persons 
concerned. This proposal only gives the 
borough councils liberty to exercise the 
power, therefore I suggest to the House 
that we should accept this Amendment. 


Question put and agreed to. 

Further Amendment proposed. 

THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
R. B. Finuay, Inverness Burghs): I 
think that one word of explanation as 
regards this Amendment is desirable. 
The object of it is to bring within the 
scope of the compensation clause the case of 
officers, such as registration officers whose 
powers and duties are not transferred by 
this Act. The duty of that class of officer 
has been transferred to the town clerk, 
and this Amendment is inserted to remove 
a doubt which may exist as to whether 
these persons come within the scope of 
the clause or not. 

Amendment proposed, in page 
after Sub-section (1), to insert— 


15, 


(2) Sub-sections 4 and 7 of Section 81 of | 


the Loeal Government Act, 1894, shall apply 
to the existing ofticers aflected by this Act, as 
as if references in those sub-sections to the 
district couucil were references to the 
borough council, and all expenses incurred by 
the borough council in pursuance of those sub- 
sections shall be paid out of the general rate. 
—(Mr. Solicitor-General.) 


Question proposed, “That those words | 


be there inserted.” 


Mn. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : | 


After what has been said by the hon. and 


Mr. W. FD. Sinith. 
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| learned Getitleman, I do not think any 
exception can be taken to the proposal, 
|lonly regret that the Solicitor-General 


was not able to put his Amendment down 
upon paper. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : I go 
further, and say I see no reason what- 
ever for the Amendment of the Solicitor- 
General. We have accepted the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member for the Strand 
Division, and it seems to me that we have 
gone quite far enough. The Amendment 
of the Solicitor-General seeks to include 
officers who are not regularly employed, 
and who, because they are not regularly 
employed, are paid a higher rate of 
remuneration. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: At the end of 
the clause it runs— 

“A scheme under this Act may make such 
provisions as may appear necessary for carry- 
ing this section into effect, and if necessary 
for determining the authority to whom any 
existing officer is to be transferred, and for 
applying the provisions of this section to any 
officer who suffers pecuniary loss by reason of 
anything in or done under this Act, although 
he is not transferred to a borongh council.” 
To that I wish to add my Amendment. 
The object is not to bring in officers not 
regularly employed, but to remove a 
doubt which exists as to whether regis- 
tration officers are officers in authority, 
and as such come within the scope of the 
compensation clause. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: We are much 
indebted to the explanation of the hon. 
and learned Gentleman, but that does not 
remove my objection to this Amendment. 
We do not object to the registration 
officer who is constantly employed being 
brought within the scope of the clause, 
but I do trust that the clause will be so 
drawn that it will not include men who, 
because they have een precariously 
employed, have been paid a very much 
higher rate of remuneration than if they 
had been employed under the town clerk 
as permanent officiais. I do protest 
against those registration officers who 
are only partially employed throughout 
the year being brought in. I regret that 
we accepted the Amendment of the hon. 
Member for the Strand Division, and I 
still more regret that the Solicitor-General 
is dipping his hand again into the public 
pocket. I strongly protest against it. 

Amendment agreed io. 


Sm SAMUEL MONTAGU (Tower 
Hamlets, Whitechapel): I hope the Com- 
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mittee will accept the Amendment I now 
rise to move. Since the Second Reading 
J have had many communications with 
my constituents, and, quite irrespective of 
party I find there is a universal opinion 
against the creation of this large munici- 
pality. They think that the municipality 
so created would be so large as to be 
unmanageable. Both Whitechapel and 
St. George’s suffer from rack-renting and 
overcrowding, and have to be specially 
treated. At three meetings which were 
lately held by separate organisations unani- 
mous votes have been passed against the 
proposal to have so large a municipality, and 
proposing as an alternative to unite the 
two Parliamentary boroughs of White- 
chapel and St. George’s. I find that there 
is no objection at all to this; that Mile 
End, Stepney, and Limehouse would be 
willing to be united into one borough, 
leaving Whitechapel and St. George’s 


alone. The only case of difficulty 
is Wapping, which is a_ strip. of 
land running round St.  George’s 


on the water side, which ought to be 
united with St. George’s. It is in the 
Parliamentary burough, and ought to go 
into that division, but it is a very small 
area, containing less than 2,000 souls, and 
arateable value of about £50,000. But 
as the feeling is so strong in favour of 
small boroughs, my friends are quite pre- 
pared in this case, if the Solicitor-General 
says that Wapping ought to remain 
with Limehouse, to waive its being in- 
cluded in St. George’s. We are all in 
agreement that Mile End, Stepney, and 
Limehouse should go together, leaving 
Whitechapel and St. George’s without 
Wapping as a separate municipality. [| 
can assure the First Lord of the Treasury 
that there is no difference of opinion in 
this matter, either in St. George’s or in 
the constituency which |. represent. I 
have represented Whitechapel ever since 


.It has been a Parliamentary borough, and 


as I do not intend to seek re-election after 
this Parliament, I have no further interest 
in the matter than to do what I consider 
my duty. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Schedule 1, page 18, to leave out 
lines 10 and 11, and insert the words, 
‘The area consisting of the Parliamentary 
civision of Whitechapel, consisting of all the 
areas included in the Whitechapel District 
Board of Works, together with the Parlia- 
mentary division of St.George’s-in-the- East (in- 
cluding Wapping).’”—(Sir Samuel Montagu.) 
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Question proposed— 

‘«That the words proposed to be left ont to 
the word ‘ Limehouse,’ in line 11, stand pait of 
the Bill.” 

Mr. H. 8S. SAMUEL (Tower Hamlets, 
Limehouse) : The way in which the hon. 
Gentleman moves his Amendment entirely 
gets rid of my objection to it. My con- 
stituents have the very strongest objection 
to parting with the richest portion of the 
district of Limehouse. The population of 
Wapping is extremely small, and the rate- 
able value extremely high, and if it were 
taken away it would mean a great increase 
of rates of Limehouse. The hon. Gentle- 
man has now removed my objection, and 
is practically proposing the exact Amend- 
ment which I put down at the Committee 
stage of the Bill, when I proposed that 
the Poor Law districts of Mile End Old 
Town and Stepney should be joined 
together. From the first I have always 
objected to the creation of this large 
borough, and have always suggested 
that the best way to deal with the matter 
would be the formation of three boroughs 
of equal size. That being so, I accept 
the suggestion of the hon. Baronet, and I 
earnestly hope that the Government will 
agree to the suggestion which I believe is 
put before them with the unanimous assent 
of all the electors concerned. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar): This particular scheme 
was put into the Bill conditionally, and 
subject to discussion and agreement when 
we came to this table. If the whole area 
were divided into two, having regard to 
population and rateable value, there would 
be two boroughs of almost equal size. I 
hope the Government will see their way 
to accept this Amendment. 

LorD HUGH CECIL: I am loth to 
intervene in the discussion, but I feel 
confident that if the hon. Member for Bow 
and Bromley were here he would take a 
different view. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON : I did speak 
to the hon. Member for Bow and Bromley, 
and he said he was ready to accept the 
Amendment. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): On the Committee stage of 
this Bill I moved an Amendment, and 
took some trouble to rake out some his- 
torical records in reference to Mile End. 
Seeing that it sends two Members to 


Parliament and four members to the 
London County Council, I thought 
‘it had a just claim on the First 
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Lord of the Treasury. But evidently my | in the division, and I feel very strongly receive 
historical records had not the desired | that there are many circumstances which other ] 
effect. On that occasion the First Lord | justify it. The First Lord of the Treasury of the 
of the Treasury laid down the principle} would be consulting the consensus of 
that either the Tower Hamlets should be opinion on both sides of politics if he SIR 
divided into two, or the whole thing should | listened to the voice of the whole of the why t 
be referred to the Boundary Commission, Members for the district, except the hon, unders 
but, seeing that he has made no provision | Member for Stepney. be acct 
in the Bill for the matter going to the | 
Boundary Commission, the matter ought) Mr. STUART: I hope that the First *Mr 
to be decided by the House. I maysaythat, Lord of the Treasury will still favourably waited 
my own Vestry have passed a resolution | consider the division proposed. When he that t 
in favour of the amalgamation of Lime-| agreed to put the whole of these five ment. 
house and Mile End ; but if you look at | boroughs in one division on the Committee 
the map you will see that that is not a/ stage, it was not by any means that that Sir 
good geographical area, because with the | view prevailed in the Committee ; it was was re 
exception of the north-east of Wapping it | simply that hon. Members felt that some- the ge 
is surrounded by St. George’s-in-the-East. | thing should be put in the Bill at that the cot 
Therefore it would make a long straggling | stage in order that the matter might be going 
borough, and would be rather awkward to | discussed. It has been very much dis- ae tok 
get at. That is the difficulty I am placed | cussed, and I venture to say there is more this pr 
in in supporting the Amendment of the| unanimity than the First Lord recog- district 
hon. Member. As the five parishes are | nises in the desire to divide the area into these ( 
now scheduled in the Bill, although they | two. The hon. Member for Stepney is help th 
would make a very large borough, it} the only Member of this House who enterte 
would be a more uniform borough than | has really said anything on the other they w 
the amalgamation of Mile End and Lime- | side ; but I would point out that he him- We are 
house. | self is in favour of two boroughs, his only to mak 
| difficulty being that if Wapping is to he eons 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Do I under- | attached to Stepney it would not look ’ 
stand that the hon. Gentleman does not | well on the map. Then, I would point 
approve of the proposed division 1 /out that the hon. Member for Stepney 

admitted that his own representative Arnold, 

Mr. STEADMAN: Well, it would) Vestry is in favour of the proposal now a 

make a very awkward borough. hefore the House. Baillie, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are five 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTSON (Hack- 


Balearre 
Balfour, 


Members representing this area in the ney, South): Several conversions seem to seca 
House of Commons. ‘Two have spoken have taken place in regard to this matter, Sastiey 
strongly in favour of the new proposal, and the names of three hon. Gentlemen Sarton, 
and I understand the other two take | are mentioned as being converted to the Beckett. 
much the same view, while the fifth thinks | division into two boroughs. The hon. Begg, K 
that one division is better than two. I} Member for Mile End _ discussed this nae 
am very reluctant to diminish the size of | question with me over and over again. Bousfiel 
the areas already agreed to. There must, He was particularly keen as to this area srodrich 
of course, be a certain amount of objec- | being made one borough. Now we hear Cecil, Ey 
tion to changes of this kind, and which | he has changed his mind. Then we are beso 
cannot be entirely removed. As | told that the hon. Member for Bow and Chambe 
the House in Committee unanimously | Bromley had also changed his mind, but Chambe 
came to an agreement on the matter, and | I found him very keen in having this Sage 
as the Members interested are not un- | large area made one borough. There is a oat Ne 
animous in any of the proposed changes, I | great deal to be said as to the area nearest J Cochran 
think the House had better adhere to the | the City being very narrow and unwork- Coghill, 
original decision of the Committee. able as a borough. I certainly had not — 
a _the slightest idea that the Government J Canton 

*Mr. LOWLES (Shoreditch, Hagger-| had the intention of altering the area. Cross, H 


ston): I quite understood that the | I have heard distinct approval from — Cubitt, I 
Government were prepared to accept the | people in the district of the arrangement Curran, 

. sg I believe th: he proposed |the Gover . Com- Curzon, 
proposal. veheve that the proposed | the Government came to on the Com Dalkeith 
division is most acceptable to all parties Dalrymp 


Mr. Steadman. 


| mittee stage of the Bill, and I have 
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received no memorials from vestries or 
other public bodies against the proposal 
of the Government. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I do not know 
why the hon. Member for Haggerston 
understood that this Amend-ment was to 
be accepted by the Government. 


*Mr. LOWLES: A large deputation 
waited on the Government; I believed 
that they were given some encourage- 
ment. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The deputation 
was received with courtesy, as usual, but 
the gentlemen seem to have jumped to 
the conclusion that the Government were 
going to accept this Amendment. We 
are told there is a general agreement on 
this proposal amongst the Members for the 
district, but it is unfortunate that some of 
these Gentlemen are absent. I cannot 
help thinking that, if these hon. Members 
entertained this view at all strongly, 
they would have heen here to support it. 
We are in this difficulty, that we are asked 
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venience being adduced to the House for 
it. On the other hand, we have had some 
good reasons given the other way, which, 
to my mind, were convincing. If you 
look at the map it will be seen that, geo- 
graphically speaking, the proposed divi- 
sion would be awkward. You would have 
Mile End and Limehouse, and then a long 
strip along the shore of the Thames which 
ought to belong to St. George’s-in-the- 
East. That view was strongly presented 
to us hy a deputation which was accom- 
panied by the hon. Baronet who made 
this motion. Under these circumstances 
it is desirable that Wapping should belong 
to the other four districts, and the whole 
made into one borough. 


Mr. STEADMAN: By leave of the 
House I may say I have no very strong feel- 
ing in this matter ; and, seeing that I am in 
the minority, I am quite willing to with- 
draw any objection I have to the proposed 
division and to support the hon. Member 
for Whitechapel. 


Question put 





tomake a change of this kind without 
administrative 


strong reasons of 


Arnold, Alfred 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
sailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manceh’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 
3arton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bousfield, Wiiliam Robert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
‘Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, Sir Edw.( Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Ch. Ed. H. Athole 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


AYES. 


Davies, Sir H. D. (Che tham) 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geottrey 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobertFenrose- 
Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gartit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(C.ofLond.) 
Gibbs, Hon. V. (St. Albans) 
Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir Jo'n E. 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hamps. ) 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tuder 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Ciaverhouse 


The House divided ; Ayes, 133 ; Noes, 
con- 55, (Division List No. 181.) 


Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Kemp, George 

Keswick, William 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverp’!.) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Macelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Killop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morgan, Hn. IF. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptf'd) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Herb. Pike( Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes Newton) 
Priestley,SirW Overend (Edin. 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 
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tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Russell, Gen. F.S(Cheltenham) 
Russel], T. W. (Tyrone) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Smith, Hon. W.F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


Austin, Sir J. (Yorkshire) 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) 
Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Charrington, Spencer 
Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Davitt, Michael 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flower, Ernest 

(iladstone, Rt. Hon. Herb. John 
Goddard, Danie] Ford 

Harw: od, George 

Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 


Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In Schedule 1, 


lines 14 and 15, and insert 
sisting of the 


Mr. 


reason for this change. 


page 18, 


SYDNEY BUXTON: I think 


the Solicitor-General should give some 
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Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hen. Charles Hedley 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Wanklyn, Jaimes Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John L. 
Whiteley,H. (Asht’n-und’r-L. ) 


NOES. 


Hedderwick,ThomasCharlesH 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Lowles, John 

MacdAleese, Daniel 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

Maddison, Fred. 

Morgan, J Lloyd Carmarthen 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O Connor, James(Wicklow,W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Power. Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 
Richaréson, J. (Durham, $.E.) 
tickett, J. Compton 

Robson, Williem Snowdon 
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Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wodehouse, RtHonE. k.( Bath) 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYEs- Sir 
William Walrond and Mr, 
Anstruther. 


Samuel, Harry S. Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Stith, Samuel (Flint) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sulhvan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams.JobnCarvell( Notts.) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Samuel Montagu and 
Mr. James Stuart. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Other Amendments made. 


to leave out 
‘The 
parishes of St. George the 
Martyr, Christ Church, St. Saviour, Southwark, 
and Newington ”—-(Zhe Solicitor-Gencral.) 


area COon- 
clause which 


borough. 


Sm kh. B. FINLAY: I have 


Mr. STUART: We have passed a 
says that every portion of 
the county of London shall be in some 
Now, so far as I can make out, 
the Collegiate Church of St. 
Westminster, is not so included. 


Peter's, 


handed 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The alteration 
has been made for this reason. If anyone 
looks at the map he will see that this area 
forms a projecting tongue, which, in the 
Parliamentary Division, isin Bermondsey, 
and not with the rest of the parish along 
with Newington and West Southwark. It 
is admitted that it would be very incon- 
venient to divide the parish. 
tion has been sent to me which was 
passed by the vestry of Rotherhithe, St. 
Thomas’ Board of Works, and the Vestry 
of Bermondsey, in support of the resolu- 
tion passed by the Vestry of St. George 
the Martyr, in favour of the retention of 
that part of the borough. I hope that 
the House will not cut the area of the 
parish and the Poor Law Union in the 
way the original schedule will do. 


A resolu- | 


in an Amendment to meet that case. The 
reason why it was omitted before was 
that there was some question as to the 
right boundaries. I now beg to move 
that Amendment. 


Amendment proposed- 

“In page 18, line 3) to add ‘and _ including 
the Collegiate Church of St. Peter, West- 
minster, and the Liberty of the Rolls.’ ”—(The 
Solicitor-General . 

Question, “That these words be there 
inserted,” put and agreed to. 


Mr. STUART: I think there is another 
part of London that we have hung up, 
and that isthe Tower. I think the ‘lower 
will have to be added to the White- 
chapel district. 
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Sir R. B. FINLAY: I am very much 
obliged to the right hon. Gentleman. The 
matter will be considered. 
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Other Amendments made. 


Another Amendment proposed— 

“In page 19, column 2, line 20, before the 
word ‘ subject,’ to insert the words ‘subject to 
bye-laws and regulations made by the County 
Council and’ ”—(Mr. James Stuart.) 


Question proposed—* That those words 
be there inserted. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I had an inter- 
view with some persons of experience in 
regard to this matter. I am unable to 
see the necessity for these words, and I do 
not think any clear reasons were adduced 
in support of them. The matter will, 
however, be considered. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendments proposed— 


“In Schedule 2, page 19, column 2, line 23, 
after ‘s. 100, to add ‘and s. 101’; and in 
Schedule 2, page 19, column 2, line 23, after 
‘s, 100, add ‘subject to the requirement that 
borough council shall send annually to county 
council a copy of the register.’ ”—(Mr. Stuart, 
for Captain Sinclair. ) 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: The first of these 


Amendments is already dealt with by an | 


Amendment made at my instance. 


Mr. STUART: As to the second 
Amendment, I do not see how, without it, 
the County Council can obtain a copy of 
the register. 


Sim R. B. FINLAY: I hope the hon. 
Member will not press this. I do not 
see the necessity for the duplication of 
these registers. The register kept by the 
borough council may be inspected. — 


Mr. STUART: I do not wish to press 


it, but I hope that the Solicitor-General | . 
| drastic one. 


will consider the matter when he is in- 
quiring into other points. 


Amendments, by leave, withdrawn. 


Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER (Wilts, 
Chippenham): I have to move to leave 
out lines 26 and 27 on page 20. It will 
be convenient, I think, that I should 
briefly call the attention of the House to 
the history of that portion of the Act 


| of 


1899} 


with which we are now dealing, and 
which is embraced in the schedule of this 
Part IIL. is a consolidation of an 
Act which was passed by Lord Beacons- 
field in 1851; but that Act, which was 
in vogue from 1851 to 1890, was seldom, 
if ever, brought into operation in the 
It was framed by Lord 
idea 


Bill. 


metropolis. 

Beaconsfield 
dwellings were required over and above 
those dwellings which were 
acquired under Part I. and Part II., they 
should be acquired under Part III. There 
may have been individual instances here 
and there where Part III. was brought 
into operation, but, practicaily speaking, 
it was a dead letter from 1851 to 1890. 
In the year 1890, when there was a 
general consolidation of all the different 
Housing Acts, Lord Shaftesbury’s Act 
came into operation. 


of 


one 


known 


ment Estate. 


an 
Part 


9 


as 











Gorernment Pill. 


with 


or 


the 
But 


to 
and Part II. 


the 


Falcon 
in 


With the exception 
two instances, between 1890 
and now, Part ITI. has not been put into 
operation very much in the metropolis. 
It was exercised in the year 1893 ona 
considerably large scale for the acquisi- 
tion of the Millbank Estate, and it was 
also put into operation in 1895 in what is 
Improve- 
both these cases 
Part III. was exercised more in the sense 
addition 


the sch 
The 


in other parts of London. 


committed 


| operation. 


the 


continuous 


for 


Court 


House 
know that the Millbank Estate, which is 
| being rapidly developed, is to go to those 
persons who have been displaced, under 
the schemes known as Part I. in this Act, 
Up to this 
point Part III. has been more or less 
/excluded, and has not been brought into 
Within the last few months, 
however, the London County Council and 
ithe Housing Committee of that body, 
recognising the extremely grave condition 
of affairs in London, the fearful state of 
| congestion, 
population, and the difficulty of accommo- 
| dating the people, have taken what may 
be termed a new departure, and that a very 
The result has been that the 
‘London County Council have committed 
themselves to a new and very extensive 
policy, which is not merely to continue to 
clear the areas and rebuild under Part I. 
of the Act on a large scale, and under a 
smaller scale under Part I., but, finding 
that they have been unable to replace 
entirely the number of people they have 
displaced under Part II., they have now 
themselves, 
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worse, to a very extensive exercise of 
Part III. of the Act. Part III. empowers 
a county council to purchase—— 


Attention called to the fact that there 
were not 40 members present. House 
counted, and 40 members being present, 
Debate resumed. 


Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER:: Before 
1890 every local authority that exercised 
Part ILI. had first to obtain the sanction 
of the Home Office. The Act of 1890 
did away with that sanction, and every 
local authority which desires to exercise 
Part III. now is able to do so without 
askingany leave whatsoever. That Part en- 
acts that local authorities may purchase 
land, but it is also laid down that the 
local authority, having purchased land, 
is obliged itself to build upon it, and to 
manage the buildings it erects. The 
reason why I move my Amendment is 
that I am quite sure, although in former 
years Part III. has not been much used, 
that it is now to be used considerably, 
and it is not in a properly equipped con- 
dition to enable it to be used to the benefit 
‘of the metropolis as a whole. If the 
indiscriminate purchase of land is to be 
carried out in London there should be 
further safeguards in one direction, and 
further extensions in another. With 
reference to safeguards, a Government 
authority should be called into requisition 
to give its sanction, both as regards the 
purchase of land, and also as to the plan 
of the buildings to be erected on it. 
There is, however, another important 
point in my humble opinion, which is 
that if this Part is to be exercised very 
largely throughout the metropolis there 
should be an extension allowed—namely 
that, having purchased the land, the local 
authority shall have full power to sell 


it as long as it is handed over to some | 


company or society that is prepared to 
build working-class dwellings on it. — In 
the case of Part I, a clearance having 
been made, the sanction of the Home 
Office has to be obtained before the local 
authority may build on it, and I should 
like some such regulation brought into 
operation with reference to Part III. — If 


not, there will be in London in the future | 


many districts in which land will be 
managed and controlled by the munici- 
palities. In past legislation the principle 
has been laid down that it is not in the 
best interests of the metropolis, or of the 
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private enterprise and industry which 
have made this country prosperous, that 
municipalities should have the control of 
property ona large scale in the metro- 
polis. To such an extent has that prin- 
ciple been laid down that Part I. of the 
Housing Act provides that at the end of 
10 years after the clearance, unless the 
sanction of the Home Office is obtained, 
the land must be sold by the municipality, 
Ten years have now nearly elapsed since 
the Act became law, and I hope the 
Government Department will stand firm 
and say that the land must go back to a 
private individual or to a society. There is 
great danger in front of us in working 
Part III. on an extensive scale. Land 
has enormously increased in value in 
the metropolis; the price of build- 
ing materials and labour has also 
enormously increased, and the result 
is that the officers of the London County 
Council have found out that it is practi- 
cally impossible if land is purchased in 
the central portions of London to erect 
on it dwellings according to standard 
without finding a financial loss at the end. 
This is a very grave question, and, as | 
have said, the London Coi:nty Council is 
committed to a very drastic policy in this 
direction. A very large section of its 
members in, their enthusiasm for meeting 
this great difficulty, are quite prepared to 
commit themselves to the principle— 
which is most dangerous and fallacious— 
that if you cannot build at a financial 
profit you should go to the rates for the 
deficit. That is undoubtedly the policy 
which the Progressive members of the 
London County Council conte~plate. It 
is a policy against all the laws of political 
economy. 


Mr. STUART: The hon. Baronet has 
| not adduced any proof of that statement. 


Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER: I can 
adduce my own knowledge of members of 
the Council who have considerable stand- 
ing, and who advocate that policy. 


Mr. STUART: There is no ground 
for saying that that is the policy of the 
Progressive majority of the Council. 


Sir J. DICKSON-POYNDER: I will 
not weary the House by entering into a 
controversy with the hon. Gentleman. 
If the London County Council exercise 

| Part IIL. on an extensive scale, they will 
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find it absolutely impossible to do it at a) of view that may be regarded as a some- 
profit. The effect of the proposal in the | what dangerous proposal, but my point 
Bill is that the thirty borough councils | of view is different from that of the hon. 





in London may have the opportunity of 
exercising Part III.—in other words, the 
power of buying land without the sanction 
of any Government Department, and of 
erecting dwellings on it. Until the law 
is amended, this is a very dangerous de- 
parture, and I would strongly urge on 
the Government, in the face of the great 
difficulties we have to meet, that before 
they insert Part III. in the London 
Government Act, they should remodel 
the Housing Act, especially on the point 
indicated. The County Council has a 
very clear and definite policy, which is to 
buy land in the outskirts of London in 
order that the people who have been 
displaced in the central portions may be 
housed. Particular attention is being 
given to the purchase of land in proximity 
to railway stations and tramways, to 
enable the working classes to get to their 
work. That policy can only be carried 
out by the central authority, and I think 
it is better that the general housing of 
London should be left in its hands. Even 
if the Government will not give way on 
this point, I would ask them to give 
some kind of pledge that Part III. of the 
Housing Act will be amended in the 
direction I have indicated. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 20, to leave out lines 26 and 27.” 
—(Sirx John Dickson-Poynder). 


| Baronet. The difficulty I saw was that 
| if the proposal were carried there would 
| probably be a tendency in each district 
| to provide dwellings for its own poor, and 
| there would be less pressure on the 
central authority to carry out the power 
|it now possesses. I am strongly of 
opinion that the provision of dwellings 
for the poor is a purpose the cost of 
which ought to fall on the whole of 
| London. ‘These poor are not the poor 
| of Bethnal Green, or Battersea, or Shore- 
| ditch, but of London, and _ therefore 
| the cost of making necessary provision 
|for them ought to come out of the 
'common purse. At one time I felt so 
|strongly that I was inclined to vote 


/against the proposal of the Govern- 
‘ment. There are, however, . graver 
considerations on the _ other _ side. 


I do not desire to belittle the 
|work of the County Council in re- 
‘gard to the Housing Act. The 
| Council has undoubtedly done good work 
| in clearing away rookeries, but it is only 
| fair to say that it has done more in pull- 

ing down than building up. The Council 
/has made provision for a considerable 
| number of persons, yet it has not solved 
| the great difficulty. It has not provided 
| accommodation at a rent which a work- 
|man earning 20s. or 21s. a week can 
| afford to pay. The housing question in 
| London at present, I do not hesitate to 
| say, is a gross scandal which earnestly 
| presses for a satisfactory settlement. We 


Question proposed, “That the words | have a condition of things under which a 
proposed to be left out stand part of the|man in employment and earning fair 


Bill.” 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
$.W.): As the hon. Baronet has moved 
an Amendment which stands to my name, 
I would like to state why on reconsidera- 
tion I decline to proceed with it. The ques- 
tion is a difficult one, and one on which it 
is quite possible that two opinions may be 
held. At present the London County 
Council has power under Part III. of the 
Housing Act to provide houses for the 
people, and the proposal in the Bill is, 
not that that power should be taken away 
from the County Council, but that while it 
remains with the Council concurrent 
power should be conferred on each of the 
new municipal bodies. From one point 


| wages has not been able to get accommo- 
| dation, and has been obliged to send his 
family to the workhouse. That is a 
‘scandalous condition of things, and 
| reflects the greatest discredit on the com- 
/munity. Considering that the question 
| is a burning one, and in view of the com- 
/ munications that have reached me to the 
| effect that the poorer localities of London 
desire to have this power, I decline to 
accept the responsibility of depriving 
them of the opportunity which the 
Government proposes to put in their way. 
For many reasons I shall support the 
Government proposal. 


*Mr. LOWLES: It is the first time, 
either by voice or vote, during the de- 
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bates on this Bill, that I have supported 
any contraction of the powers to be con- 
ferred on the local authorities. I think 
the House ought to know that the hon. 
Baronet has the honour to be the chair- 
man of the Housing of the Working 
Classes Committee of the London County 


Council, a position he fills with credit to | 


himself and advantage to London, and he 
therefore speaks with special knowledge 
of the question. I myself was a member 
of the same committee for three years, 
and may claim some knowledge of the 
question also, It is proposed to give this 
power to the new boroughs, but you limit 
the exercise of it in each district strictly 
to its own area, thereby perpetuating the 
evil which the County Council is nowtrying 


to remove, namely the settling down of | 


people in congested districts in the heart 
of London. The policy which the Council 
has pursued for years has been to get 
people to live out in the suburbs, and it 
has approached railway companies and 
has obtained possession of tramways in 
order to induce workmen to live where 
they can get better surroundings for their 
families. If we give these local author- 
ities power to erect dwellings and limit 
its operation to their own districts, we 
will tempt them to buy land at 
exorbitant rates. Take that part of 
my constituency that adjoins the City. 
Every year land is becoming more 
valuable ; small houses are being pulled 
down and are being replaced by ware- 
houses which bring a larger revenue to 
the parish. I venture to say that an 
enthusiastic local body with perhaps 
Socialistic tendencies would disregard not 
only the loss of money but also the con- 
siderations of health in putting into force 
the power it is proposed to give to the 
municipal boroughs, and I therefore, in 
the interests of public health and from 
considerations of economy, support the 
amendment of the hon. Baronet. 


Mr. STUART: 
largely in the County Council, I support 
the proposal in the Government Bill, 
because, at a meeting between the local 
authorities and the County Council, the 
Council, after a full consideration of the 
arguments brought forward by the local 
authorities, decided that it would be 
willing to concede to them the concurrent 


powers now included in the schedule. So | 


far as I can speak for the County Council 
I say that it adheres to its undertaking. 


Mr. Lowles. 
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That is the clear and simple position. It 
does not enter into the arguments ; it is 
merely that, the arguments being con- 
sidered on a previous occasion and a 
decision taken, the Council is prepared to 
abide by it. I admit the great respect 
in which the hon. Baronet opposite and 





As I am interested | 


his work are held by every member of 
_the County Council, and although I differ 
‘from him on this particular I have 
the highest esteem for the work he is 
| doing on the County Council. I must, 
however, take exception to the position 
‘which he incidentally took up with 
reference to the Progressive majority, and 
his suggestion that that majority would 
act in some remarkable manner. Ali I 
will say is that the hon. Baronet is him- 
self chairman of the Housing Committee 
of the Council, and that is enough on 
that subject. The County Council 
has carried out Part III. with very 
considerable success and very con- 
siderable advantage to London. The 
hon. Baronet has pointed out the lines on 
which the Council is proceeding under 
his guidance, and I think there can be no 
hesitation in believing th:t the Council 
is endeavouring to house the poor of the 
metropolis under conditions acceptable to 
all parties in the Council, and to the 
views entertained throughout all parts of 
the metropolis generally. But we have 
had the representations of the local 
authorities before us, and, they being 
desirous of having this power, and the 
Council having decided to give it to 
them, that decision must be adhered to, 
I notice in all the Debates on questions 
of the transference of powers an under- 
lying mistake. Many Members appear 
to assume that the new local authorities 
will be more Conservative and less Pro- 
gressive than the County Council. I 
have no doubt that it will be found that 
their character will be very much the 
same, and that their method of dealing 
| with the housing of the poor will be on 
very similar lines. That question is one 
of the most absolutely important ques- 
tions for this metropolis, and the spirit 
in which the County Council is dealing 
with it is shown by the fact that whereas 
there is a great Progressive majority on 
the County Council, the hon. Baronet 
opposite is Chairman of the Housing 
Committee. I venture to believe that 
the new boroughs will deal with this ques- 
| tion in a similar spirit, and I have as much 
confidence in putting the necessary power 
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into their hands as I have in retaining it 
in the hands of the Council. I wish to 
support the proposal in the Bill on the 
main ground [ have mentioned. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I am sure that 
hon. Members on both sides of the House 
are thoroughly agreed as to the extreme 
importance of this question of the housing 
of the poor, and I am sure also that we all 
recognise the work which has been done 
in this direction by my hon. friend who 
moved the Amendment, and that he 
speaks with special knowledge on the sub- 
ject. At the same time I cannot but feel 
that many of his arguments were directed 
to the point that the power given under 
the Housing of the Working Classes 
Act should be supplemented. There 
isa great deal of force in many of my 


hon. friend’s observations, and I am per- | 


fectly certain they will receive careful 
consideration. But the question before 
the House is whether, under the Housing 
of the Working Classes Act in its present 
form, the power with reference to Part III. 
should not be extended to the borough 
councils. I would remind the House that 
this power is enjoyed by other municipal 
boroughs throughout the country, and I 


would ask why the metropolitan boroughs | 


should not enjoy it also. There is very 
great cogency in one observation of the 
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boroughs this is not always possible. 
Where they can do so, well and good ; 
but under the circumstances, where they 
cannot, the borough council surely may be 
trusted only to put these powers in 
force within the borough where there is 
a legitimate demand for working men’s 
houses within the borough. I do not 
think myself it would be abused, and I 
hope the House will agree to give these 
powers to the boroughs of London. 


Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): I 
have great pleasure in hearing the right 
hon. Gentleman express his determina- 
tion to give this power to the London 
boroughs. From time to time I have 
received communications from Judge 
Addison, of Southwark County Court, 
giving most harrowing descriptions of the 
trials that the people of South London 
have to undergo in respect to want of 
dwellings. I think that the new local 
authorities ought to have power to 
deal with these matters if they so desire, 
because they know the local requirements 


_and the difficulties which the working 


men have to contend with, especially 
those who have to go very early to 
their work. An hon. Member talks about 
the working classes being transported to 
the outskirts of London by railway. But 


| when you talk of transporting the work- 
hon. Member who has just spoken, namely, | 


ing classes, that means additional expense 


that it was agreed at a conference between | to them; and the working classes, or 
the local authorities and the County | certain of them, such as the Borough 
Council that this power should beextended | Market and waterside labourers, are 
to the borough councils. My hon. friend | not remunerated by a very high 


who moved the Amendment made some | 


criticisms upon the policy of the County 
Council which I gather did not meet with 
acceptance in all parts of the House, but I 
would remind my hon. friend that what- 
ever may be the policy of the majority of 
the County Council it does not at all 


‘follow that the policy of the borough 


councils will be the same. Under this 


the limit of each borough. 
friend said that it was desirable that those 
workmen should be provided with houses in 
the suburbs where they could easily go to 
and from their work. Of course, I recog- 
nise that it is very desirable, where it can 
be done, that we should find them accom- 
modation so near a railway that they 
could get up to their work with  con- 
venience to themselves. But in many 


2 C2 


wage, and when you ask them to go 
outside London by train or tram you impose 
on them an expense which they cannot 
bear. I think the local authorities should 


_have power to deal with these matters 


even in the event of the County Council 
not seeing its way to do so, because they 


| possess local knowledge which the County 
| Council cannot be acquainted with. 

Bill, when it becomes law, the power of | 
exercising Part III. will only extend to | 
My hon. | 
‘inform hon. 
| County of London there isplenty of room 


*CoLONEL HUGHES: I should like to 
Members that in the 


to build houses for double the population. 
There are numerous districts not yet 
covered where there is plenty of room. 
There are 3,000 acres at Plumstead, and 
there are other places, like Eltham, 
with 3,800 acres, where the popula- 
tion is only one and a-half persons 
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per acre. As regards the remarks of the 
hon. Gentleman who has just sat down, I 
was before a magistrate to-day at the 
police-court—| “Hear, onl Pi business 
——and a man was brought before the 
magistrate charged with living with 
his wife and family in a disorderly house. 
The man said he was sorry that his 
children had to live in such a disreputable 
neighbourhood, but he was unable to find 
another house. In another case a man 
had to put his wife and family into the 
workhouse, where he paid for their main- 
tenance, because he could not find a place 
in which to house them. In another case 
a woman was looking for apartments who 
had a child with her, and she was asked 
how many children she had, and she said, 
“T have one here and five in the church- 
yard,” but when she got the apartments 
that same night there were six children 
there. 
because while she went to look for apart- 
ments she left five children to play in 
the churchyard. That is the sort of 
subterfuge to which these people have 
to resort. We do want the County 
Council to build in these places where the 
population is only one and a half person 
per acre, but if they will not the 
borough councils can do it them- 
selves, and do it cheaper than the 
London County Council; we can always 
get land that we want for our own benefit 
at a fair price, but directly the London 
County Council comes along the price 
goes up enormously. Then there is 
another thing: the people themselves do 
not like the barrack system which is 
adopted by the London County Council, 
which is undertaken at so large an expense ; 
but you can build cottages in a borough like 
Woolwich, which has thirteen square miles, 
There is no difficulty. We have land 
there, and for the last ten years we have 
waited for the County Council to build 
municipal property. They have failed to 
do it, but in the last few months they 
begin to see that something ought to be 
done. The County Council will be able 
to undertake these buildings, outside 
boroughs without building land, which 
the local authority has not power to do; 
but the local authority can erect these 
small houses, which in their own know- 
ledge are desirable, where they have land 
available within their own borough. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: It is pleasing to 
note on all sides of the House a desire to 


Colonel Hughes, 
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Her statement was quite true, | 
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grapple with the housing problem, which 
is a most serious question. On this 
occasion I am a devoted supporter of the 
Government as against some supporters 
of the Government who sit below the 
gangway, who consider there is a serious 
risk in remitting to the local authority 
this power. I admit the risk, but | 
believe the housing problem is so serious 
that that risk must be incurred and under- 
taken. I believe that the Government 
have done wisely in putting into their 
Bill with regard to the housing problem a 
suggestion that the local authorities should 
have concurrently the same power as the 
London County Council enjoys. It 
seems to me that we ought to examine 
the argument of the hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Chippenham Division, 





It is true he was. chairman of 
| ° = ° . 

the Housing Committee, and he is 

to be congratulated on the  con- 


| genial way in which he discharged his 
| functions, but he has no mandate from 
| his committee for the nervousness which 
| he has shown to-night. He is under the 
impression that if the local authorities 
have these powers they will immediately 
embark in some wild scheme or other for 
which there is no justification. But 
these local authorities are very conserva- 
tive in their views, and I think we can 
| safely leave this power to them. When 
| the hon. Member for Woolwich says that 
theCounty Council procedure is expensive, 
I venture to tell him that there is 
not another body in London, not even 
the Corporation, who could buy the 
immense number of acres of land which 
the County Council has bought within 12 
miles of London at the price which it paid, 
which is £38 an acre. It is evident that 
something should be done to prevent the 
scandalous overcrowding both on the 
| part of the local authority and the County 
Council, and I sincerely trust the Govern- 
ment will not listen to its supporters 
below the gangway, and I trust the 
borough councils will have the power 
which the Government desires to give 
them. 





Str J. DICKSON-POYNDER: After 
theobservations which have fallen from hon. 
Members of this House, I beg leave to 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Mr. PICKERSGILL: The last schedule 
in the Bill, I notice, gives the borough 
councils power to make bye-laws. Of 
course, borough councils would have 
power in the ordinary course to make 
bye-laws for a specific purpose, but the 
schedule which we are now considering 
is something quite different ; it authorises 
them to make bye-laws for the good 
government of tke borough, and it is at 
once obvious that these words are exceed- 
ingly vague. There is given to the thirty 
local authorities who are to be created by 
this Bill power to make bye-laws for the 
“good government” of the borough. It 
is true that they must not be in 
contradiction to the bye-laws of the 
County Council. So far so good. 
But there is nothing to prevent 
the bye-laws of one borough being abso- 
lutely contradictory to the bye-laws of 
another. It would be ridiculous to have 
a bye-law affecting one-half of a street 
and an absolutely contradictory bye- 
law the other half. There is a 
great tendency to make use of this 
power of making bye-laws for all pur- 
poses. The old Court of Queen’s Bench 
was a great safeguard in this matter, but 
all that has now been completely changed, 
and the trend is quite the other way. At 
present it is safe to say that the Judges, 
instead of scrutinising very closely as they 
did in old days these particular matters, 
will sanction almost anything that comes 
hefore them in the shape of bye-laws. 
Considering how serious the result is, it is 
especially important from the point of 
view of the poorer parishes, considerably 
more than in the case of the rich, because 
a man of good circumstances, in the event 
of his breaking a_ bye - law, pays 
the fine, and there is the end of it, and 
the poor man earning perhaps a precarious 
livelihood is unable to do so, and goes to 
prison. No fewer than 75,000 persons 


. are in prison now, not because they have 


committed a crime, but because they have 
done something for which the proper 
punishment is a fine, and they have not 
the money with which to pay. Under 
the circumstances I think you ought not 
to unduly extend this bye-law making 
power. 


Amendments proposed, in Schedule 2, 
page 20, to leave out lines 26 and 27, and 


to leave out lines 28 to 30.—(Mr. Pickers- | 


gill.) 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope the 
hon. Gentleman will not persist in his 
Amendment. My objection, in the first 
place, is that we have in this Bill gone on 
the principle that the powers that are 
agreed to be transferred from the County 
Council to the borough councils shall be 
transferred under this Bill. I do not see 
that there is any real force in the ob- 
jection made by the hon. Member. There 
are a great many cases in this country 
where there are two areas which are co- 
terminous with each other and are not 
easily distinguished, which are under two 
separate systems, and all those boroughs 
have the power of making bye-laws. 
And yet it is said that such a principle 
would be inconsistent in connection with 
these boroughs in London. It is absurd 
to suggest that the borough of Poplar and 
of Mile End would require the same bye- 
laws as, for instance, say, Kensington. 
London north of the Thames and London 
south of the Thames have different circum- 
stances to consider, and I think they should 
be allowed to decide the bye-laws which 
they require for themselves. What I have 
said applies rather to the first Amend- 
ment, but I hope what I have said is 
sufficient to enable the hon. Member to 
withdraw both his Amendments. 


*CoLonEL HUGHES: The bye-laws 
must be sanctioned by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, and it is very much better 
that these borough councils should have 
the same powers as other boroughs have. 
They do not want to be under the 
County Council, they want to be under the 
laws of the country at large, and I think 
you may fairly leave it to the Local 
Government Board, and be quite satisfied 
that they will not allow bye-laws in 
contradiction to each other. The safe- 
guards are quite sufficient. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: When this 
question becomes merely a local matter, 
then I think you ought to have elasticity, 
and under the circumstances I cannot sup- 
port my hon. friend’s Amendments. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL: Under the cir- 


_cumstances I do not press my Amend- 


ments. 
Amendments, by leave, withdrawn, 


Other Amendments made. 
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Bill to be read the third time upon 
Tuesday next. 


FINANCE BILL. 





_ Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Amendment proposed (6th 
June) on consideration of the Bill, as 
amended :— 


And which Amendment was— 

“In page 2, line 27, after the word 
‘enumerated’ to insert the words ‘and 
tested.’ °—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Question again proposed, “That those 
words be there inserted.” 


Question put and agreed to. 


Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘Tn page 5, line 27, after the word ‘form,’ 
to insert the words ‘but does not include any 
County Council or Municipal Corporation 
bills repayable not later than twelve months 
from their date or any overdraft at the bank or 
other loan raised for a merely temporary 
purpose for a period not exceeding twelve 
months.’”—(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. 
tick): I think that no corporation could 
wish to keep raising money permanently 
in a matter of this sort. I would suggest 
that the words “for a period not exceed- 
ing twelve months” should be left out, 
although, under the circumstances, I will 
not move any Amendment. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid.): I 
desire to point out that the Stamp Act 
refers to bills of exchange and promissory 
notes. In this Amendment you are not 
adopting any definition of theword “bills.” 


Ihave no doubt whatever that the object | 


which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has in view is that promissory notes shall 


be included as well as bills of exchange ; | 


but under this short description by say- 
ing “corporation bills” it is not defined, 
and it has no corresponding term. It seems 


to me that there is a little ambiguity, and , 
\ 
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J. P. SMITH (Lanark, Par-) 
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in order to make it clear | would suggest 
to him that after the word “bills” he 
should add the words “ of exchange or 


promissory notes.” 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 
“Tn line 2, after the word ‘bills,’ to insert 


the words ‘ of exchange or promissory notes.’ ” 
(Ur. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be inserted in the proposed Amendment.’ 


*THeE CHANCELLOR oF THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): The hon. Member 


was good enough to call my atten- 
tion to this point some little time 
ago, and I noticed that he had included in 
his Amendment the words “ promissory 
notes.” I thought I had convinced the 
hon. Member that the inclusion of these 
words is quite unnecessary, for I notice 
that, as his Amendment now stands on 
the paper, the words “ promissory notes ” 
are omitted. I have looked into the 
matter and taken the advice of the Inland 
Revenue, and I have been assured that 
these words are not only unnecessary, 
but that they would also be misleading. 
A promissory note is a loan raised for a 
period not exceeding twelve months, and 
consequently it is covered by these 
words. 


*Mr CALDWELL: Whilst I still think 
that it would be better to follow the 
phraseology of the Stamp Act, 1891, and 
use both terms—“ bills of exchange and 
promissory notes,” vet, having regard to 
the explanation just given by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, and which will 
appear on the Records of the House, that 
promissory notes are included in the 
term “bills,” I ask leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Original question again proposed. 


Stk CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I think it is necessary to 
leave out the words “for a temporary 
purpose,” because if money is temporarily 
applied to some permanent work the 
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borrowing body might be called upon to 
pay duty twice upon the same money. I 


{8 JUNE 1899} 


{ 


do not think it is the intention of the | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer to tax these 
loans twice, and I have put down a couple 


of Amendments intended to obviate this. | 


In other respects the Amendment is fairly | 


satisfactory. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed | 


Amendment— 

“Tn line 3, after the word ‘raised’ to leave 
out the words ‘for a merely temporary pur- 
pose. ”—( Sir Charles Cameron. ) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
proposed Amendment.” 


. *Sir M. HICKS BEACH: 


I believe 


that these words are necessary for the | 


purpose of the clause, and if they were 
omitted it would be possible for a 
corporation to borrow for twelve 
months, and to continue that loan 


Bill. 734 


Sm CHARLES CAMERON: That 
being so I will not press this Amend- 
ment. 


Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Words inserted. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON : I do not 
think the Chancellor of the Exchequer will 
have any objection tomy next Amendment, 
which simply makes the meaning of the 
clause more clear. 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 5, line 22, after the word ‘called’ 
to insert the words: ‘But provided that 


the duty under this section shall be 
paid by a_ local authority only once 
/in respect of the exercise by them of 


borrowing powers, and shall not be paid in 


| respect of money reborrowed by them to re- 


place money borrowed which may have been 


| paid off otherwise than by means of a statu- 


borrowing for an indefinite period of years | 


and practically make it a permanent 
loan. I think the hon. Member will see 
that such a process would be very 
unfair. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON : I should 
like to know what is meant by “a merely 
temporary purpose.” My constituents 
hold that the words might be held not 
to apply when the temporary loan is 
applied to permanent work. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : That is not 


30. 


tory sinking fund.’ ”—-(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I think the hon. 
Baronet will recognise what my right 
hon. friend said with regard to temporary 
loans. Ii these words are added they will 
introduce a totally new principle, which in 
practice would be most mischievous. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 69; 
Noes, 168. (Division list No. 182.) 


AYES. 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 


Harwood, George 


Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 





Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 


. Causton, Richard Knight 


Cawley, Frederick 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Colville, John 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 


Hayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- 
Hedderwick, ThomasCharles H 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 


| Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
| Leese, Sir J. F. (Accrington) 


Leng, Sir John 
MacAleese, Daniel 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 


| M‘Ghee, Richard 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred 

Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel) 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Pease, Alfred E. (Cleveland) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Philipps, John Wynford 


| Pickersgill, Edward Hare 


Rickett, J. Compton 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick Bb.) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Strachey, Edward 


| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


| Williams, John Carvell (Notts 


Wilson,Henry J, (York, W.R.) 


| Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 


Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, JosH( Middlesbrough) 


| Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr. Provand. 
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Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt.Hn.A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour,RtHnGerald W.(Leeds 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt.Hn.SirM. H.(Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bentinck, Lord Henry C. 
Bigwood, James 

Billson, Alfred 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Burdett-Coutts, W. 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Cecil, Ld. Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. Austin( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Clarke, SirEdward(Plymouth) 
Cochrane, Hn. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Cook, Fred Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cotton-Jodrell, Co]. Ed. T. D 
Cox, Irwin Edw. B. (Harrow) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 


Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. | 
Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- | 


Disraeli, Coningsby Kalph 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. on 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. S. 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V 

Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William H. 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(M’ne’r | 


Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Another Amendment made. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 


Tuesday next. 


COLONIAL LOANS FUND BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :— 


| Goldsworthy, Major-General 


' Hare, Thomas Leigh 


| Lawrence,§W. F. (Liverpool) 


{COMMONS} 
NOES. 


Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir Robt. Penrose- | 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Vicount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 


| Garfit, William 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, Hn, A.G. HL. (City ofLon) | 
Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrell 

Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


| Gorst, Rt Hn G J (St George’s) 
| Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 


| Hamilton,kt.Hn. Lord George 


Hardy, Laurence 


Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, Hon. L. R. (Bow) 
Houston, R. P. 

Howell, William Tudor 


| Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 


Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt.Hon. Sir John | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William , 
Kimber, Henry 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Lea, Sir T. (Londonderry) 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, RtHnWalter(Liverpool) | 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 


| M‘Calmont, H. L. B. (Cambs. ) 


M‘Killop, James 


| Maxwell,,Rt Hn.SirHerbertE. 


Milbank, Sir Powlett C. John 
Milwaad, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. 
Morgan,HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
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Morton, ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darling’n) 
Penn, John 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes, Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Priestley, SirW.Overend(Edin 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Ridley, Kt. Hon. SirMatt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt.!Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Russell, Gen. F. 8. (Chelt’h’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker(Lanarks.) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 

Stock, James Henry 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Uni. 
Thornton, Percy M. 


| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Valentia, Viscount 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-L.) 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


*Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid); 


fee : : 
| This clause practically contains the sub- 


| stance of the Bill. I therefore propose to 


take this opportunity of stating my objec. 
tions to the measure. 
' the right to give loans to the Colonies, and 


The clause confers 


Question proposed, “That Clause 1 | it prescribes the whole regulations. [ 
|admit that according to the clause any 


stand part of the Bill.” 
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loan to a colony must first of all receive 
the sanction and approval of Parliament. 
There must be a previous voting of the 
money. The objection which I take is 
practically to the Bill itself, in so far as 
it gives any facilities whatever for the 
Colonies to borrow money on the credit of 
the Imperial Exchequer. | object altogether 
to giving these facilities. I fear that if 
we thus become enormous creditors of the 
Colonies, we shall find it will not be bene- 
ficial to our relations with them, and it 
may turn out very greatly to our dis- 
advantage. I may point out that this 


Bill leaves the amount of interest to be | 
fixed by the Treasury, instead of deciding | 


on the minimum, as is done in the case of 
loans to local authorities. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The 
whole Bill is founded on this clause, and 
for my part I cannot find in any of the 
speeches which have been made by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer any justifica- 
tion whatever for starting this new fund. 
The Bill proposes to create a new stock 
on exactly the same lines as the Local 
Loans Fund, and the stock will be 
placed on the market as a guaranteed 
stock bearing interest the amount. of 
which is not fixed in the Bill, but 
which is to be fixed by the Treasury. 
When the right hon. Gentleman 
introduced this measure last year 
he said it was not only intended 
to be of assistance to the Colonies, but 
also to open up anew means of invest- 
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| help the West Indian Colonies, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer denied it. But 
the pressure of circumstances began to 
/operate almost immediately, and it is 
already in contemplation to lend money 
'to these Colonies under this Bill. If 


‘ever there was a period in_ the 
‘history of this country when the 
‘policy of lending money to the 
Colonies ought to be most jealously 


| watched it is now. The extension of the 
| Colonies has been so enormous, and the 
demands of the gentlemen popularly 
called Imperialists, inflationists, or exten- 
sionists are so excessive, that I confess I 
am inclined to look with great jealousy on 
any proposal for facilitating the lending 
of money to the Colonies. I asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, on a former 
occasion, to what colonies this Bill would 
| apply, and he indicated that it would 
| apply to many African colonies, including 
| Rhodesia, British Central Africa, East 
| Africa—it may be the Soudan, but as 
'to that lam not quite certain. However 
| that may be, the prospect of opening up 
| temptation to the Chancellor of. the Ex- 
chequer to lend money freely to these 
| African colonies appears to me to involve 
the adoption of a false policy and of a 
most vicious financial system. The 











_ continue to pay a larger interest than can 





ment for Post Office Savings Banks de- | Chancellor of the Exchequer told us that 
posits, and thus while they were helping | one good point about the Bill was that it 
the Colonies they would be aiding a class | gaye Parliament a more efficient control 
which they all desired to assist, viz., the over the finances of the colonies to which 
thrifty, industri ous people who dep osited | these loans were made, aud he mentioned 
money in the Savings Banks. Now the | 

real meaning of this is that, in order to | that there would be an annual and 
keep up an expensive Savings Bank | complete Return to this House on 
system, and to enable the Government to| the same lines as that which em- 
bodied the loans to local authorities 
be earned under the present system of|in this country. But I do not see 
investment, a new stock is to be de-| the efficacy of these Returns at all, and 
liberately started. One of my chief ob-; therefore I do not look on that as in any 
jections to the Bill is based on that} way an argument in favour of the Bill. 
ground. Another is that you are start- | I think it would be far safer to continue 
ing machinery for lending money to the | the present system of making these loans, 
Colonies, as a result of which there will | At present they are granted under special 
be a continuous pressure on the Chan-! Acts, and in the long run many of them 
cellor of the Exchequer to lend improvi-| are wholly or partially remitted. I can- 
dently. We all remember how, in the | not see what the Chancellor of the Ex- 
Debate last year, when it was alleged | chequer has to gain by devising machinery 
that the real object of this Bill was to which will have the effect of applying 
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pressure to the Treasury to grant loans | providing for deposits in savings banks a of 
more freely. If we are going to set up| better means of investment than Consols the 
a new system, I would suggest that the | afford. I quite admit that the principle wh 
money for these Colonial loans should be |of this Bill is contained in the first the 
found, not by starting a new stock, but| clause, and that therefore the hon. tle 
out of the cash at the disposal of the} Member had a perfect right to raise this out 
Commissioners of the National Debt. In Debate. ves 
any case the loans made under this Act | exc 
will have to be a charge on the Con-- Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham. XC 
solidated Fund ultimately, and as any lets, Poplar): As the Chancellor of the tha 
loss must eventually be borne by the. Exchequer says, we have already dis- the 
taxpayers of this country, I think that | cussed the principle of this Bill, and if Cre 
the money might as well be advanced | the remarks of my hon. friend had been tim 
directly. directed against the measure introduced logi 
last year I should have entirely agreed goit 
i a ; _. | With all he said. But this Bill is totally upo 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH (Bristol, W.) : | different ; the objectionable features found Sav 
I have explained on several occasions, in the last measure have now been and 
I am afraid without success in the removed, and there can be no practical Cro 
case of the Member for East May °; | objection to the present Bill. I do not inte 
the effect of this measure. But he COP | see how this Bill would in any way effer 
tainly does not seem to realise the intent | either prevent or encourage loans to tion 
of the Bill. If its effect were to facilitate ‘colonies. It is purely a machinery Bill. gern 
pressure upon the Chancellor of the Ex- | Any loan to a colony must first come in one 
chequer to make loans to the Colonies, | the form of a Bill before this House, be c 
I should never have proposed it. The | where it will be discussed on its merits. hurd 
safeguard of the Chancellor of the Ex- ghould this House agree to lend money mou 
chequer in these matters is the fact that | t> any particular colony, it surely would Indi: 
a loan made to the Colonies must obtain | pe an advantage to this country, as well the ] 
the assent of Parliament, and as under | gg to the colony, that the loan should be 
this Bill.that provision is carefully in-| made under a properly regulated system. 
serted I do not think there is any ground |] therefore feel bound to support this 
for the hon. Member’s alarm. What | Bill. 
happens now is that if a Crown colony Mi 
has good credit it goes into the market,| Mr. DILLON: I thoroughly under- I sup 
through the Crown Agent, and obtains a | stand that in each individual case of loans shall 
loan. Anybody who chooses to look down | under this Bill the loan will have to le Gove 
the list of securities in the market can | sanctioned by a separate Bill. But is the deal 
see that many of our Crown colonies have | Chancellor of the Exchequer in earnest moth 
very good credit. The object of this Bill|in saying it is seriously intended that I sym 
was, not that we may lend to what has| these separate Bills shall be freely dis- . desire 
been described as insolvent colonies, but | cussed? Do not we all know perfectly must 
that we may secure for the investors in | well that, 99 cases out of 100, when the partic 
our savings banks the chance of invest-| Chancellor of the Exchequer of the day, effect. 
ment in the loans of the more solvent | with a great majority behind him, decides place 
colonies. We may, of course, also lend toa | that such a Bill shall be brought in, the to the 
colony which has not been so prosperous | thing is practically done. My objection from 
as other colonies. By the machinery pro- | to this Bill is that it is no part of the culty 
posed under the Bill the Colonies will | business of the Government to bolster up the tv 
be assisted by being able to obtain loans an unsound banking system by making it the Bi 
at a lower rate of interest, while there a means of investment for funds that are closely 
will be an advantage to this country in| accumulating beyond our present means has n 
Mr. Dillon. | 
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of investment. That I may point out is! The Chaneellor of the Exchequer, in 
the view of the Economist newspaper,|the course of the past year, has 
which is one of the highest authorities on refused many applications for public 
these questions. If the right hon. Gen- | funds ; but his difficulties will be increased 
tleman desires to obtain good security | in the future if this Bill is passed, for 
outside the United Kingdom for the in-| under it you are practically setting your- 
vestment of Savings Bank money, why | selves up as a great money-lending insti- 
exclude India? I understand that it is| tution. The result to the Colonies will 
excluded under this Bill, yet we know | be disappointing, for the poorer ones, 
that India has a larger stock, and could | which most require the loans, will find 
therefore give greater relief than all the | the greatest difficulty in providing the 
Crown colonies combined four or five necessary guarantees. You will also 
times over. It seems to me absolutely run the risk of raising a rivalry among 
logical and irresistible that if you are | the Colonies as to the amount of credit 
going to set up this new fund and look to be guaranteed, and the inevitable 
upon it as a desirable investment for your result will be to interfere with the 
Savings Bank deposits, you must go on | friendly relations which now exist. I am 
and consolidate the debt of all the afraid that if you now pass this Bill you 
Crown colonies, so as to reduce their! will on some future occasion be told that 
interest. It is clear that to be of any | the passing of it was intended to sanction 
effect this system must have large opera-| the principle of granting loans to colonies ; 
tion. The Bill contains within itself the and thus, therefore, we are now being 
germs of a great financial policy, and no | asked to anticipate some decision which 
one can see the extent to which it may | may have to be taken after 12 o'clock 
be carried. It will, no doubt, enable the | at night some years later, and we shall 
burdens of the Crown colonies to be enor-| then be unable to discuss the question 
mously reduced, and I do not see why | on its merits. 

India should be debarred from sharing 
the benefits. 


Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): I would 
support the Bill if I were satisfied that 
je it would confer any real benefit on the 

Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs):| Colonies. But from my own knowledge 
I suppose that if this Bill is carried we | of the Colonies, and especially of Aus- 
shall have still another claim from the | stralia, I know they are already labour- 
(rovernment that they have done a great | ing under the disadvantage of having 
deal to knit more closely together the | horrowed too much money. What they 
mother country and the Colonies. While | want in Australia and New Zealand is 
I sympathise to a large extent with that | more population, and not more indebted- 





. desire on the part of the Government, I | ness, 


must say I do not think that this 
particular plan is calculated to have that 
effect. The policy of the Bill in the first 
place is to hold out a bait to our Colonies| Str M. HICKS BEACH: This Bill 
to the effect that they can obtain money | will only apply to Crown colonies. 

from the mother country with less diffi- 
culty than in the past, and when I see 
the two front benches so unanimous upon Mr. DAVITT: Well, I say it is a bad 
the Bill I am inclined to look a little more | policy to put temptation in the way of 
closely into its merits. One point, I think, | these colonies to borrow money. I think 
has not received sufficient attention. | the better plan would be to lend this 
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money to county councils in England 
and Ireland, and to give those bodies 
compulsory powers to buy agricultural 
land and place labourers upon it. That 


would, I believe, prove a very good in- | 


vestment. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): It 
seems strange that there should be any de- 
bate on a proposal of this kind, seeing 
that the object is to relieve the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer of his great 
difficulty in investing satisfactorily the 
Savings Bank deposits. This is a very 
small matter, and it would surely be as 
well to try the experiment. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
We are told we ought to support this Bill 
simply because it is a mere machinery 
Bill ; and the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has endeavoured to disarm opposition by 
informing us that even if be passed 
there will be a perfect check against 
possible abuse, inasmuch as 
any loan could be granted under it a 
special Bill will have to be submitted to 
Then what is the use of 
Clearly the object of 


Parliament. 
passing this Bill? 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is to 
facilitate the granting of loans. The Bill 
obviously holds out an inducement to any 
colony that wants a loan to apply for it. 
If we provide the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with the machinery he desires, 
it will be much easier for him to grant 
a loan to any colony that may require 
one. I do not suppose the right hon. 
Gentleman would not insist on having sub- 
stantial securities ; but we must remember 
that securities have a _ marvellous 
way of ceasing to be substantial, 
and therefore I think it would 
be better 
dangerous power for which he asks. 
Mr, Davitt, 


{COMMONS} 


before | 


to withhold from him the | 
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| Mr. CALDWELL: It may be true 


| that before any loan is granted under this 
| Bill another Bill will have to be passed ; 
| but my point is that the object of this 
| Bill is to sanction the principle that the 
State is to provide loans out of Imperial 
|funds in the manner prescribed by the 
| Act. Once this Bill has been passed, 
when a Bill is brought in to sanction 
a particular loan it will be said that 
Parliament has already approved the 
principle, and we shall have hardly any 
chance of going into the merits of individual 
| proposals, and I venture to assert that 
| these Bills will be rushed through the 
House after midnight without practically 
any discussion. I should also like to 
| point out that the Bill affords an oppor- 
tunity of discriminating between one 
colony and another; and I venture to 
assert that when once you begin lending 
| money to the Colonies you will open the 
| door to all kinds of disputes, especially in 
‘regard to the amount of interest you 
charge. We know that in regard to loca] 
jloans a large sum of money has to be 
written off yearly, because the authorities 
are unable to repay the amounts due to 
!the Public Works Loan Commissioners. 
If they were not able to repay us, they 
would wish to be relieved. I do not 
know anything which would more readily 
bring the Colonies and the mother 
country into collision than by giving 
these financial preferences. It would 
breed dissatisfaction amongst every other 
colony which was asked to pay more 
interest than the favoured one. 





Str JOHN LENG (Dundee): It might 
be inferred from what has been said that 
our experience as Members of Parliament 
is that the Treasury of this country is 
always ready to throw away its money 
without careful examination. The argu- 
ments which have been adduced show, 
first, distrust of those who have the con- 
trol of the finances of the Colonies; 
second, distrust of the Treasury, repre- 
sented by the Chancellor of — the 
| Exchequer; and third, distrust of our- 
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selves as Members of this House. I do 
not share the feeling of distrust in regard 
to any of these parties. Anyone who 
has paid attention to the present state of 
our finances, especially to the large sums 
of money accumulating in the savings 
banks, and to the increasing difficulty of 
handling that money and finding a safe 
and reasonable outlet for it, must see 
that the time has arrived when it is 
desirable that the Government should 
find new channels for investment. My 
only regret is that the Bill does not include 
India in its survey. If the experiment 
with the Crown colonies is tried and 
proves successful, it will encourage the 
Government to go further. 


{8 JUNE 
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| cent. within the last few days. Is that in 


consequence of the Government seheme to 

furnish money to these bankrupt colonies ? 
It is not so long since Consols stood at 
|1134.and 114. Now I find to-day that 
‘they are down to +108}. I cannot help 
thinking that that is in consequence of 
this Bill. 


Hon. Mempers: The Transvaal. 


Mr. WEIR: I do not think the Trans- 
vaal question has affected Consols at all, 
| It is that investors are afraid that this 


country is going to guarantee these bank- 








'rupt colonies. I have no doubt that the 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I appeal to the | bank deposits have gone up considerably, 
Committee to allow a division to be taken. | because people prefer to hold their money 
te ee ee ae a in hand rather than seek investments 
of the Bill when | moved the Kesolution i ee W : : 
and during the debate on the Second | panna aa — eS 
hauling ldo not complain that the Bill | In regard to providing an outlet for the 
has been discussed to-night, but I hope | Savings Bank funds, if the Chancellor of 
we shall now come to a division. | the Exchequer is anxious there are many 

| admirable facilities for their investment in 


|our own country. Let the hon. Gentle 
. : man arrange a scheme to lend money to 
am not prepared to give a silent vote on | 


thi tt I q . f | county councils. I know in the con- 
’ ( . 
A esi >pposed a gran’ © | stitueney I represent there are tens of 


ee th Ce Aaa Se eeeing | thousands of acres of land which might 


roads for men who are too indolent to | : , ; 
make roads for themselves. I do not like | ah 


. . | the County Council had the chance of 
ae ee A Aen ae ee | lending money to the people for develo 

tion. I have always found that |. P 
sage ; ..|ing the land. There would be a splendid 
apt tteg neta, -velagor~Taled security and Consols would again bound up 


the case. These loans, I fear, will be very | to 114. Here are seas teeming with fish, 


much like the grants given away to the | not small fish, but large fish 


Northern Territories in Africa. It is said | 
that each loan will be brought before| Tye GHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
Parliament; but what chance will we have | js travelling very wide of the question 
of discussing them properly, if the front | before the House. 

benches makes up their mind to back up | 


any rotten colony? I admit that many of | Mr. WEIR: Well, I will confine 


. . ‘ ‘ 0 ‘ 4 ‘ x 
the colonies, like Canada and Australia, | ™Y self to the Colonial Loans Fund. The 
Secretary for the Colonies said this was 


can borrow money 3 > é ; . . 
on Shale at y cs , oo pica and | simply a machinery Bill. We do not 

Se a ee PS) week « mein TE, end 1, ieee 
but are we, the British taxpayers, to| object most strongly to money being 
provide money for these miserable bank-| expended for the purpose of enabling 
rupt Crown colonies? I have too much | these colonies providing roads—— 
regard for the poor people in the North | 
and the starving crofters to agree to that, | 
and I feel it my duty not to allow this Bill | 
to pass in this House if I can help it.’ Committee report progress; to sit 
There has been a fall in Consols of 2 per | again upon Monday next. 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 





It being midnight, the Chairman left the 
Chair to make his Report to the House. 
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SUPPLY REPORT [5th June}. Scotland, which passed this House unani- 


Message from Her Majesty (Grant to mously, but was rejected by the Lords 


Lord Kitchener),—Resolution reported. because it was confined to Scotland. 
| This Bill is brought in for the rest of the 


Living Animals. 
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Lorp KITCHENER OF KHARTOUM. 
“That a sum, not .exceeding £30,000, be 


ranted to Her Majesty, to be issued to Major | | 


eneral Lord Kitchener of Khartoum, G.C. 


| United Kingdom, and if the House is 
| pleased to adopt it, I should be prepared, 


n behalf of the right hon. Baronet the 
fember for London University, to in- 


K.C.M.G., as an acknowledgment of his | elude Scotland in its scope. 
ing | 


eminent services in planning and conductin 
the recent Expedition in the Soudan.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read | 
the third time upon Wednesday next. 


SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS (ENG- 
LAND AND IRELAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


Clause 1 :-— 


Stir JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
chester, N.E.): I wish to point out that 
this Bill is precisely the same as that for 


[Address 8th June ; 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I do not see why 
| there should be the slightest difficulty in 


‘putting § Scotland in the Bill. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): I move 


to report progress. 


Committee report progress; to. sit 


again to-morrow. 


EXPERIMENTS ON LIVING ANIMALS. 


Return relative thereto 
Mr. Jesse Collings] ; 


presented 


[No. 215.] 


Adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve 
of the clock. 
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Friday, 9th June 1899. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
THE LORD CHANCELLOR | ac- 
quainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the 
Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to 
the following Bill have been complied 
with :-— 





: 
: 
v 





* SOUTH - EASTERN AND 
CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
COMPANIES (NEW LINES). 


LONDON, 
tAILWAY 


> 

And also the Certificate that the Standing 

orders applicable to the following Bill 

have been complied with :— 

GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
t Table. 


LOCAL 


treicitles TEeeston 


> CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 

f Committee to meet on Tuesday next. 
5 

4 FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 


opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on the 18th of 
April and Tuesday last discharged ; and 
Bill committed. 


tC) Cr the contr 


BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
F that the Committee had not proceeded 
; with the consideration of the Bill, the 
F opposition thereto having been with- 


and Tuesday last discharged; and Bill 
committed, 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE T 
BILL [Lords]. 


R,AMWAYS 


tion, that the Lord Cheylesmore be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bill in the 
place of the Earl of Bradford ; read, and 
agreed to. 


VOL, LXXII. [FourtH SERIEs.] 





{9 JUNE 1899} 


: That the Committee had not proceeded | 
with the consideration of the Bill, the | 


drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the | 
laal — . 
Table; the orders made on 25th April | 


| 
Report from the Committee of Selec- | 


ls 
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| WOLVERHAMPTON CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 

| Report from the Committee of Selee- 
' tion, that the Lord Cheylesmore be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bill in the 
place of the Earl of Bradford ; read, and 
agreed to. 


Business. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the Lord Cheylesmore he pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bill in the 
place of the Earl of Bradford ; read, and 
agreed to. 


RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selee- 
tion, that the Lord Cheylesmore be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bill in the 
place of the Earl of Bradford ; read, and 
agreed to. 


WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the Lord Cheylesmore be pro- 
| posed to the House as a member of the 
| Select Committee on the said Bill in the 
| place of the Earl of Bradford ; read, and 
agreed to. 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selee- 
tion, that the Lord Cheylesmore be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bill in the 
place of the Earl of Bradford ; read, and 
agreed to. 

SHOTLEY BRIDGE AND CONSETT 

DISTRICT GAS BILL. 

Reported with Amendments. 

DUBLIN CORPORATION (MARKETS) 
BILL. 

Read 2°, and committed: The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
| of Selection. 


LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 2*, and committed. 


/LEITH HARBOUR AND DOCKS BILL. 

Read 2*, and committed: The Com- 
| mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
| of Selection. 


D 


~ 








Private Bill 
BELFAST WATER BILL. 
Read 2*, and committed. 
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WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE WATER 
BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1", 
and referred to the examiners. 


WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1°, 
and referred to the Examiners. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. [Lords. } 


Order for Committee read. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
MATION BILL. [Lords.] 


Order for Committee read. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. [Lords. ] 


Order for Committee read. 


THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Eart of Morey): Before the 
House goes into Committee on the Elec- 
tric Lighting Provisional Orders Bills I 
desire to call your Lordships’ attention to 
the enormous number of Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders this session. There 
are 19 Bills dealing with 90 Orders. 
Each Order consists of 36 pages, of which 
30 contain common form clauses, and, 
from the great bulk which these Bills 
assume it will be seen how necessary it 
is that the Electric Lighting Orders 
(Common Form Clauses) Bill should be 
pressed forward in the other House. That 


Bill will obviate the necessity of intro- | 


ducing the common form clauses in all 
Provisional Orders. The examination of 
these statutes after they have received 
the Royal Assent involves great labour, 
not to speak of the enormous amount of 
printing which is necessitated. As soon 
as the Bills have received the Royal 
Assent every one of the Orders has to be 
most carefully examined, and I need not 


point out to your Lordships that the | 


examination of the common form clauses 
is an absolute waste of time. Not only 
is the labour excessive, but great public 
inconvenience is caused, as the process of 
examining so many clauses delays the 
issue of the statutes to the public. There 
have been a good many complaints in 


{LORDS} 
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(recent years that the Statutes are not 
' issued until late in the autumn. I would 
suggest to the Board of Trade, if they 
find it impossible to pass the Common 
‘Form Clauses Bill through Parliament 
this session, that in the coming session 
of Parliament they should group a large 
number of Orders of the same character 
in single Bills, and schedule the common 
form clauses at the end of each Bill. 


Business. 


THE SECRETARY ror SCOTLAND 
(Lord BaLrourR OF BURLEIGH): My 


Lords, as I am temporarily representing 


the Board of Trade, owing to the absence 
of the noble Earl the Parliamentary 
Secretary, I say at once that the Board of 
Trade are deeply impressed with the 
strength of the case which the noble Earl 
the Chairman of Committees has put 
forward, and are in agreement with him 
as to the advantage of the course he 
suggests. I do not think anyone can 
doubt the desirability of adopting that 
course when they look at the great bulk 
which these Bills assume, and the noble 
Earl has laid them upon the Table of 
your Lordships’ House as a very striking 
object lesson. I should not like, how- 
ever, on behalf of the Board of Trade, to 
come under a definite obligation to press 
forward the Electric Lighting Orders 
(Common Form Clauses) Bill, because the 
more it is thought that the Government 
are bound to press forward that particular 
Bill, the more, Iam afraid, some malicious 
persons may wish to place obstacles in its 
way; but it is the hope of the Board of 
Trade that the Bill will be passed this 
session if possible. If it is found impos- 
sible to get the Bill through this session, 
I think the alternative suggested by the 
noble Earl is one which is well worthy of 
consideration. I understand he has com- 
municated privately with the Board of 
Trade in this direction, but in any case! 
have no hesitation in coming under an 
obligation to communicate with _ the 
officials of the Board of Trade with a 
view of having one of his suggestions 
carried into effect. 


Bills committed to a Committee of the 
whole House. 


TRAMWAYS ORDER CONFIRMATION 
| (No. 3) BILL. [Lords.] 

| Committed: The Committee to be 
| proposed by the Committee of Selection 


753 
MET 
(, 
QO 
Re 
mitte 


Hous 


ELEC 
O 

Ho 

order’ 
ment 

and 


ELEC 


Hot 
order) 
ment : 
and E 


ELEC” 
O 
Hot 
order) 
ment : 
and B: 


ELEC’ 
OR 
Hou 
order) : 
Commi 
Amend 
next. 


ELECT 
O] 
Hou: 
order) : 
ment : 
and Bil 


RE 


WAGES 
(BO. 
PAR 

Repor 
domestii 
mand), < 


Accou 
Delivere 
to lie on 





52 


not 
uld 
ley 
10n 
ent 


rge 
‘ter 
10n 


ND 
My 
ing 
nee 
ary 
l of 
the 
rar 
put 
lim 
he 
Can 
hat 
wlk 
ble 
of 
ing 
OW- 
, to 
ress 
lers 
the 
lent 
ular 
ous 
| its 
| of 
this 
pos- 
ion, 
the 
y of 
om- 
1 of 
se | 
> all 
the 
h a 
ions 


the 


ION 


tion. 





753 Private Bill {9 JunE 1899} Business. 754 
METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME PETITIONS. 
(HARROW WEALD) FROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. tne 
Read 2* (according to order), and ne Petit; hbeeracegiaseecnppiremcas lihaie 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole| , Petition for repeal of compulsory 


House on Monday next. 


LIGHTING 
ORDERS (No. 1.) BILL. 
House in Cotnmittee 

order): Bills reported without Amend- 

ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3* on Monday next. 


ELECTRIC 
{Lords. ] 


ELECTRIC) LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 
House in Committee (according to 


Bills reported without Amend- 
Standing Committee negatived ; 
on Monday 


order) : 
ment : 
and Bills to be read 3* 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 9) BILL. [Lords.] 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3° on Monday next. 


ELECTRIC 
ORDERS 
House in 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
(No. 10.) BILL. [Lords.] 
Committee (according to 


order): Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived; the Report of | 
Amendments to be received on Monday | 
next. | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. [Lords.] 
House in Committee (according 
order): Bill reported without 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3° Monday next. 


to 


RETI RNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SERVANTS | 
LABOUR DE- 


WAGES OF DOMESTIC 
(BOARD OF TRADE, 
PARTMENT). 

Xeport on the money wages of indoor 
domestic servants: Presented (by com- 
mand), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


ARUNDEL PORT. 
Account and Report for 1898-99: 
Delivered ( pursuant to Act), and ordered | 
to lie op the Table. 


PROVISIONAL | 


(according to | 


next. | 


Amend.- | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


clauses in; of Guardians of the Poplar 
| Union; read, and ordered to lie on the 
| Table. 
VACCINATION ACT, 1898. 
Petition for repeal; of Guardians of 
the Bridport Union; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PARISH COUNCILLORS (TENURE 
| OFFICE) BILL. 
| Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendment agreed to. 


OF 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 
SION BILL. [Lords.] 


Report from the Select Committee 
(with proceedings of the Committee) 
made, and to be printed. (No. 109.) 


Bill reported with Amendments, and com- 

‘mitted to a Committee of the whole 
House on Monday next; and to be 
printed as amended. (No. 110.) 


i; SUMMARY JURISDICTION ACT (1879) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
read 2* on Monday 


(The Lord Penrhyn.) 


To be 
instant. 


the 26th 


LINCOLNSHIRE CORONERS 
{ Lords. } 
Read 3* (according to order), 
| Passe .d, and sent to the Commons. 


BILL. 
and 
FARNLEY 


Read 3 
passed. 


TYAS MARRIAGES BILL. 


(according to order), and 


House adjourned at forty minutes after Four 
o’clock, to Monday next, at forty-five 
minutes after Ten of the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, 9th June 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


BILLS. 
[Lorps. ] 
Standing Orders not previously 


PRIVATE 


in- 


| quired into complied with. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
| Report from one of the Examiners of Peti- 


2D2 
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tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, originating in the 
Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 
viously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


COBHAM GAS BILL. [Lords.] 


MOSS SIDE URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BLLL. [Lords. ] 


STRETFORD URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL. [Lords. ] 


WESTON - SUPER - MARE, CLEVEDON, 
AND PORTISHEAD TRAMWAYS 
COMPANY (LIGHT RAILWAY EX- 
TENSIONS) BILL. [Lords. } 


WHITEHAVEN CORPORATION 
[ Lords. ] 


BILL. 


WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CILS (TRAMWAYS) BILL. (Lords. ] 
Ordered, that the Bills be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS. [Lords.] 
No Standing Orders not previously 


inquired into applicable. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders not 


{COMMONS} 


{ 
| 


are applicable, viz. : 
J 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO. 


previously inquired into are applicable, | 


viz. :— 
GROSVENOR CHAPEL (LONDON) BILL. 
{Lords. ] 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 
Standing Orders thereto 
complied with. 


applicable 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz. :— 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 


VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
WORKING CLASSES) (No. 2) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


Business. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS, 
No Standing Orders applicable. 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders 


VISIONAL ORDER (No. 4) BILL. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


PRIVATE BILLS. 


Petition for additional Provision. 


Standing Orders not complied with. 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the Petition for additional Pro. 
vision in the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders have not been complied with, 
viz, -— 

BRADFORD TRAMWAYS AND 
IMPROVEMENT BILL, 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


CROWBOROUGH DISTRICT WATER 
BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, — ani 


agreed to. 


BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to he read 


the third time. 
JONES’ DIVORCE BILL. [Lords.] 
Read a second time, and committed. 


LOUGHBOROUGH CORPORATION BILL 


{ Lords}. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (BARROW 
STOUNNESS) BILL. 

without amendment [Pre 


Reported, 
Report to lie 


visional Order confirmed]. 
upon the table. 

Bill to he read the third time upel 
Monday next. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) — | 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- | 
visional Order confirmed]; report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 


CLASSES) BILL. 

Reported, without Amendment [ Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed] ; report to lie 
upon the Table. 

sill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; report to lie 
upon the Table. 
Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 
Reported, without Amendment [Pro- 
visional orders confirmed]; report to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL 


Bill to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments [Provi- 
sional Orders confirmed]; report to lie 
upon the Table. 


LOCAL 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 
Reported with Amendments (Provi- 

sional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie 

upon the Table. 

: Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 

Monday next. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Report 


HASTINGS AND 
BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed.* | 


ST. LEONARDS GAS 


[ Lords. | 
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DERBY CORPORATION TRAMWAYS, 
&ec., BILL. 


Reported with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed.* 


SKIPTON URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
{ Lords. } 


Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LOWESTOFT PROMENADE PIER BILL, 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed.* 


LONDON HOSPITAL BILL. [Lords.] 
Reported, without Amendment; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 

Bill to be read the third time. 
STOCKTON AND MIDDLESBROUGH 
WATER BILL. [(Lords.] 

Reported, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. 

3ill to be read the third time. 


FRIENDS’ PROVIDENT INSTITUTION 
BILL. [Lords.] 


Reported, with an Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM BILL. 
[ Lords. } 


Reported, without Amendment ; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 
3ill to be read the third time. 
ABERDEEN CORPORATION BILL. 
[ Lords. ] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MID-KENT GAS BILL. [Lords.] 
Reported, with Amendments : Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
WALKER AND WALLSEND UNION GAS 
(ELECTRIC LIGHTING) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 
Reported—-without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table ; 


Bill to he 
Monday next. 


read the third time upon 








Petitions, 
PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B). 

Sm JOHN BRUNNER reported from 
the Committee on Group B of Private 
Bills— 

“That, for the convenience of parties, the 


Committee had adjourned till Wednesday next, 
at half-past Eleven of the clock.” 
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Report to lie upon the Table. 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION AND OTHER 
BILLS. 


Ordered 


“That the parties appearing before the 


Select Committee on the Great Southern and | 


Western and Waterford, Limerick, and West- 
ern Railway Companies Amalgamation and 
other Bills have leave to print the Minutes of 
the Evidence taken before the Committee day 
by day from the Clerk’s Copy, if they think 
fit.” —(Sir Robert Penrose-FitzGerald.) 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to. 
Amendment to— 
HULL, BARNSLEY, AND WEST RIDING 
JUNCTION RAILWAY AND DOCK 
BILL. [Lords]. 


Amendments to 


CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY AND TOWN 
GAS BILL. [Lords. ] 


ST. ALBANS GAS BILL. [Lords. ] 
Without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


“ An Act to authorise the Great Grimsby 
Street Tramways Company to extend 
their tramways ; and for other purposes.” 
Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill 
brody 
GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 
BILL. [Lords. ] 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 


PETITIONS. 


30ROUGH FUNDS ACT, 1872. 
Petition from Denholme, for alteration 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 
Petition from Rochdale, in favour; to 

lie upon the Table. 
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| LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
| ACT AMENDMENT (1894) BILL. 


Petition from Paisley, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
| ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL, 
| Petition from Paisley, against ; to lie 
/upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
SILL. 

_ Petition from Aberdeen, for alteration ; 

to lie upon the Table. 


MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition in favour ; from Cymmer ; and, 
Llanbradach ; to lie upon the Table. 
PARLIAMENTARY FRANCHISE. 
| Petition from Greenwich, for extension 
| to women; to lie upon the Table. 
LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table, 


| PRIVATE 


PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. 
Petition from Congleton, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


{ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY IN 
| RELAND. 
Petition from Paisley, against estab 


| lishment ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS BILL. 

Petitions for alteration ;—from Leith ;— 
and, Aberdeen ; to lie upon the Table. 
SEA FISHERIES REGULATION (SCOT: 
LAND) ACT (1895) AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ISMALL TENANTS (SCOTLAND) BILL 

| Petition from Aberdeen, in favour ; to 

| lie upon the Table. 

TOWN COUNCIL (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour ;—from Newburgh; 

—and, Nairn ; to lie upon the Table. 


TUBERCULOSIS (RECOMMENDATIONS 
OF ROYAL COMMISSION). 
Petition from Edinburgh, for  legisla- 

| tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
| 
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VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 TO 1898. 


Questions. 


Petition from Reading, for alteration of , 


Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 


MENT) (WAGES OF DOMESTIC 
SERVANTS). 


Copy presented,—of Report on the 


Money Wages of Indoor Domestic Ser- 
vants [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
Copy presented,—of ‘Twenty-fourth 
Annual Report (for 1898-9), with Appen- 
dices [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 216.] 


TREATY SERIES (No. 14, 1899). 


Copy presented,—of Withdrawal of | 


Montenegro from the International Union 
for the Protection of Literary and Artistic 
Works [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 

of the House :— 

1. Arundel Port,—Copy of the Annual 
Report and General Account of the 
Commissioners of Arundel Port for 
period from 25th March, 1898, to 
25th March, 1899 [by Act]. 


—Copy of Second Schedule contain- 
ing a List and Particulars of Classes 


of Documents, which formerly were | 


or ought to have been in the Office 
of the King’s or Queen’s Remem- 


9, Public Records (Court of Exchequer, | 


E 1869} 762 


| 1897-8 and 1898-9, under the following 
Acts: Local Taxation (Customs and 
Excise) Act, 1890; Technical Instruction 
Act, 1889 and 1891; Welsh Intermedi- 
ate Education Act, 1889; and Public 
Libraries and Museums Act.”—(Sir 
| John Gorst.) 


Questions. 


METROPOLITAN WATER COMPANIES 
(ACCOUNTS). 

Return ordered, “of the Accounts, as 
they are respectively made up, of the 
| Metropolitan Water Companies and the 
Staines Reservoirs Joint Committee to 
the 30th day of September aad the 31st 


day December, 1898 (in continuation 
| * ° + 
of Parliamentary Paper, No. 346, of 


Session 1898.)” 


(Mr. 1. IV. Russell.) 





PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) (EXPENSES). 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of any remunera- 
tion, allowances, and expenses that may 
| become payable under any Act of the 
present Session to provide for improving 
and extending the Procedure for obtain- 
ing Parliamentary Powers by way of 
| Provisional Orders in matters relating to 
Scotland (Queen’s Recommendation signi- 
fied), upon Monday next.—(Sir Willian 


"| ‘ulrond.) 


NEW WRIT. 


NEW WRIT FOR EDINBURGH (SOUTH 
DIVISION). 
In the room of Robert Cox, esquire, 
(Sir William Walrond.) 


| deceased. 


brancer of the Exchequer, or of the | 


Clerk appointed to take charge of 
the Port Bonds or Coast Bonds, and 
which are now in, but are not con- 


sidered of sufficient public value to | 
justify their preservation in the | 


Public Record Office. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES (ENGLAND, 
WALES, AND IRELAND) TECH- 
NICAL EDUCATION. 


Return ordered, “showing the extent 
to which, and the manner in which, Local 
Authorities in England, Wales, and 
Ireland have applied or are applying 
funds to the purposes of Technical Educa- 
tion (including Science, Art, Technical, 
and Manual Instruction) during the years 


QUESTIONS. 

FOREIGN SERVICE MESSENGERS. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean) : | beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the Secretary of State is acting 
on the recommendations, in respect to 
Foreign Service Messengers, contained in 
paragraph 20 of the final Report of the 
Ridley Commission. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
|Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): The 
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Secretary of State has reduced the salary |any recent communication from Her 
for new appointments from £400 to! Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople 
£250, and proposes to raise the maximum in regard to the claims of British subjects 
age of appointment from 35 to 40 in | on account of the Armenian massacres of 
accordance with the recommendations of August, 1896; whether he has heard 
the Royal Commiss?on. 'that the United States Minister has 
obtained from the Sultan a promise that 
THE MOST FAVOURED NATION the American claims would be paid, also 
CLAUSE IN TREATIES WITH THE | that the Turkish Government proposes to 
nigaiienas sienna a pay the American claims in connection 
CoLtoneL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- | with and through certain American firms 
Avon): I beg to ask the Under Secretary | with whom they are in negotiation for 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether the! yayal contracts : and whether Her 
Treaties existing between the United Majesty’s Government will now induence 
States of America and the Governments the Sublime Porte so that the claims of 
of Austria-Hungary, Belgium, France, | British subjects may be settled without 
Germany, and Russia respectively con- | further loss of time. 
tain what is known as the most favoured *Mr. BRODRICK: We have heard 
sane — ie quite recently from Sir N. O’Conor on 
*Mr. BRODICK: The treaties con- | the subject. On the 23rd of May His 
eluded by the | nited States with Austria, | Excellency again spoke to the Turkish 
Belgium, and Russia contain the con-) Minister of Foreign Affairs very seriously 
ditional most favoured nation articles. and urged him to lose no time in inform- 
The treaty with Prussia contains an ing the Sultan of his repeated repre- 
article according most favoured nation sentations. The answer to the second 
treatment to produce and. manufactures | paragraph of the question is in the 
in matters of import duties, &c. ~ The 
treaty with France contains no most- | 
favoured-nation article. 


negative, 


IRELAND—LOAN FUND BOARD. 
FOREIGN SUGAR BOUNTIES. Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
Sirk HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield, W.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
Central) : [beg to ask the Under Secretary the Lord Lieutenant. of Ireland, is he 
of State for Foreign Affairs if the Belgian) aware that Mr. G. W. Young, late secre- 
Government is taking any steps to obtain | tary to the Loan Fund Board of Ireland, 
the consent of France and Russia to the has stated that the illegalities sanctioned 
abolition of the hounties upon the export }y the Board amount to about £60,000, 
of sugar, as desired by the other nations | and that this sum is at present irrecover- 
represented at the Conference last year| able; have the loan fund societies in 
at Brussels ; and if there is any hope of a| [reland been carried on under the autho- 
successful issue to such efforts in the] rity of an Act of Parliament and under 
absence of penal legislation in the United | the control of a department in Dubin 
Kingdom. Castle ; have the Loan Fund Board in 
*Mr. BRODRICK : The result of the Dublin permitted these alleged violations 
negotiations in this direction, which | of the law ; and does he proposejto make 
were contided to the Belgian Government | any change in the constitution of the 
by the Sugar Bounty Conference of Board, by the insertion of a clause, or 
Brussels, have not yet been made known | otherwise, in the Bill introduced by the 
to Her Majesty’s Government. Attorney-General for Ireland on the 6th 

of March last. 

Sin HOWARD VINCENT: Will the #Py1g CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
Government make Inquiries hefore the LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrovur, Leeds, 
Vote is taken next Thursday ? Central): No such statement has been 
No answer was given. made by the late Inspector of Loan Funds 
as is referred to in the first paragraph. 
THE ARMENIAN MASSACRES. The loan fund societies in Ireland have 
CotoneL DENN Y(Kilmarnock Burghs): been carried on under the provisions of 
I beg to ask the Under Seeretary of State an Act of Parliament and statutory rules 
for Foreign Affairs whether he has had |™ade thereunder. They have not been 


} 
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earried on under the control of any 
Government department. A board called 
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these and other alleged illegal practices ; 
and whether, as there is a Bill now 


the Loan Fund Board, the members of | before this House entitled the Salmon 


which are nominated by the Lord Lieu- 
tenant, but over whose proceedings the 
Government have no control, exercises 


Fisheries (Ireland) Acts Amendment Bill, 
which was unanimously agreed to and 
reported to this House by a Select Com- 


some powers of inspection and supervision | mittee in 1892 after evidence thereon had 
over the societies by whom loans are | been taken, the Government will give 


made. The Loan Fund Board has only 
power to dissolve a loan society which 
does not conform to the rules ; it has no 
other power over the proceedings of these 
societies. This power the Board has, | 
believe, exercised in some instances. The 
Bill referred to only aims at curing some 
legal defects in securities not regular in 
form, and does not deal with the general 
question. Any such clause as is suggested 
would be outside its scope. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): May I 
ask whether, in view of the fact that the 
loss of this £60,000 will fall mostly on 
poor men, the Government will take any 
steps to recoup them ? 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot 
hold out any hope that in the event of 
there being any deficiencies they will be 
made up by the Government. 


Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR: Is not the 
Bill introduced by the Attorney-General 
for Ireland intended to legalise certain 
transactions which, although 
were sanctioned or tolerated by the Local 
Government Board 4 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have said 
that it is intended to deal with certain 
legal deficiencies. 


IRISH SALMON FISHERIES. 

Mr. SETON-KARR (St. Helens) : 
Iheg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the fishery laws for the pro- 
tection of salmon in the River Bann and 
in other Irish rivers are systematically 
evaded ; that the fixed railings in the 
salmon boxes in the River Bann at Cole- 
raine are not lifted at the weekly close 
time ; and that it is the practice, when 
draughting for salmon in the River Bann, 
by means of a second net to constitute a 
fixed engine and leave no gaps ; whether 
he is aware that since the month of June 
has been included in the eel-fishing season 
thousands of salmon smelt are killed in 
the eel nets in the River Bann ; whether 
he will cause inquiry to be made into 


not legal, | 


| 


facilities for the discussion of the said 


| Bill in this House this session. 








*Mr.G. W. BALFOUR: [am informed 
that the weekly close season is carefully 
observed not only on the River Bann, but 
also in other parts of the Coleraine 
Fishery district, and that openings are 
regularly made in the salmon boxes in 
order to allow a free passage for fish 
during the weekly close time. There are 
two draft nets used in the tidal parts of 
the river, one of which is shot after the 
other is hauled. This, I am told, is quite 
lawful, and does not cause an obstruction 
to th2 fish in anything more than the 
owners have a legal right to do. The 
nets are only used at times, and cannot at 
any time be used more than about 10 
hours out of 24. In the fresh water only 
one net is used at any one place. As 
regards the second and third paragraphs, I 
understand thatsalmon fry have been taken 
in eel nets in June. In June of last year 
a number of salmon fry were taken in the 
eel nets at Movanagher, and a number 
were dead. If the eel fishing is carried 
on at either Portna or Movanagher in 
June, the nets would kill all the fry that 
would come into them, and no care could 
save them owing to the shallow water and 
quick stream. At Toome eel fishery the 
water is deep and the current light, and 
with care fry can be taken and put back 
to the river alive, but not if there is a 
good quantity of eel. Two bailiffs are on 
the Toome eel fishery in June for the 
purpose of looking after the salmon fry 
while the eel nets are fishing, and inquiry 
will be made as to the quantity of fry 
that may be killed by eel nets during this 
month. I do not think it will be possible 
to give facilities for the discussion of the 
Bill mentioned in the last paragraph dur- 
ing the present session, and I may remind 
my hon. friend that the subject of the 
inland fisheries and fishery laws in 
Treland is about to be inquired into by a 
Viceregal Commission. 


Mr. SETON-KARR; Arising out of 
the answer to the last paragraph, is the 
right hon. Gentleman aware that I have 
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introduced that Bill every session for the 
past seven years; will he not under the 
circumstances consider the possibility of 
the giving facilities for discussing it, this 
year ? 

*Mr. G. W. 


not rest with me. 


BALFOUR: That does 


PAY OF IRISH RESIDENT 
MAGISTRATES. 

Mr. McCARTAN 

beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
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dent magistrates at Belfast is exactly 
comparable with that of the divisional 
magistrates of Dublin. If the position 
of the resident magistrates at Belfast is 
to be improved legislation would be 
necessary for the purpose, and I should 
require to be assured that any measure 
dealing with the case would be treated as 
absolutely non-controversial by all see- 
tions before I could consent even to con- 
sider the question of introducing a Bill 
during the present session. 


Lord Lieutenant of [Ireland whether his | 


attention has been called to the resolution 
unanimously adopted by the Council of 
the Belfast Chamber of Commerce com- 
plaining of the inadequate emoluments of 
the two resident magistrates at present 
in charge of the city; 


are men of good standing and experience 
at the Bar, and that, owing to the exten- 
sion of the city boundaries, the amount of 
police court business has enormously in- 
creased, and that their salaries are much 
under the scale for Dublin, where the 
duties are considerably lighter; and 
whether, seeing that the Council have 
resolved that the scale in Belfast 
must be considerably raised if first-class | 
men are to be attracted to the position, 


he will have the matter fully considered | 


with the view of carrying out the feelings | 
of the Chamber of Commerce and the | 
citizens in this regard. 


*Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, E.): Before the 
right hon. Gentleman answers, may I ask | 
whether in fact the salaries paid to Irish | 
resident magistrates are not as a rule too | 
high, considering the slight duties they | 


have to perform, and are there not too | 


many of these magistrates, considering | 


the pre sent crimele os orion of Ireland ? | 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Is it not a fact that this subject was 
brought under the right hon. ire reedbales 


notice by Members connected with Belfast | 
a considerable time ago, and that he was | 


favourably inclined to consider it, pro- 
vided hon. 
opposition ? 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Yes, it is the | 
fact, as mentioned by the hon. Member 
for South Belfast, that this matter has 
been shitenge d under my notice. My 
attention has been directed to the resolu- 
tion referred to, but [ am not prepared | 
to admit that the case of the _two resi- 


whether he is} 
aware that these two resident magistrates 
. | 


Gentlemen opposite offered no | 


IRISH LAND VALUATIONS. 

CapTAIN DONELAN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for South Down I beg 
toask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
now say about what time the Sub-Com- 
missioners in Ireland will be supplied 
| with the valuations of lands and houses 
for the standard year in respect of the 
fair rent applications listed for hearing ; 
and whether the same will be supplied by 
the Commissioners of Valuation in Ireland 
| or at the request of the Land Commis- 
| sion, so as to save the tenauts or owners 
'from the expense and inconvenience of 
| applying for certificates of valuation 
| which will be comparatively useless to 
| them afterwards. 
*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In continua- 
| tion of my answer to the hon. Member’s 
| previous question of the 18th of May on 
| this subject, I am informed that the cer- 
| tificates of valuation are being supplied 
| to the Land Commission as required, and 
| that certificates have been issued to the 
| Commission in 3,100 cases to the present 
| date. As regards the question of the cost 
| of these certificates, I must refer the hon. 
Member to the statement made by me 
}on the 12th May in reply to a similar 
question put by my hon. friend the 
Member for North Antrim. 


NEW RATING SYSTEM IN IRELAND. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
| Lieutenant of Ireland whether the Land 
|Commission have issued for the = in- 
|formation of landlords and tenants 
| making agreements for fair rents for the 
second | statutory term instructions as to 
| their liabilities for rates under the new 
| rating system ; and whether he can state 
lif an agreement is binding on a landlord 
| to allow his tenants half county cess 
under the second statutory term made 


since the 6th April last. 
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*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the negative. 
Presumably the parties to an agreement 
would refer to the provisions of the Local 
Government Act and to the certificate as 
to poor rate and county cess published 
in the Dublin Gazette of 11th April, before 
executing the agreement. The precise 
meaning of the second paragraph is not 
quite clear to me, but I would refer the 
hon. Member to Section 52, Sub-section 2, 
of the Local Government Act of last year, 
which enacts that the occupier of a 
hereditament shall not be entitled to 
deduct from his rent any part of the poor 
rate, and any contract to the contrary 
respecting such deduction shall be void. 


FRISON APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. GRAHAM (St. Pancras, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether there is any limit of age, and, if 
so, What limit, beyond which no prison 
official may be promoted to a deputy 
governorship, a fifth-class governorship, or 
to a clerkship in the Prison Department 
in the Home Office ; and are the competi- 


tive prison clerks, who paid a £3 exami- | 


nation fee, debarred at the age of forty-five 
from progressing in the customary course 
of promotion to clerkships in the Prison 
Department of the Home Office to fifth- 
class governorships, or to deputy governor- 
ships. 

*THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Waite Riptey, Lanes., Blackpool): I 
have been asked by my right hon. friend 
the Secretary to the Treasury to answer 
this question. It would be unusual, 
except under very special circumstances, 
to promote a prison official over the age 


of forty-five to any of these appointments. | 


The appointments, as has been explained 
on previous occasions, are in the custo- 


mary course of promotion only in the 


technical sense, that is to say, a fresh Civil 
Service certificate is not necessary. These 
posts require special qualifications, and 
are given by selection, and not by 
seniority or as a right of promotion. 


FATAL ACCIDENT TO A DOCK 
LABOURER AT GARSTON. 


Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg to 


ask the Secretary of State for the Home | 


Department whether his attention has 
been called to the report of the proceed- | 
ings at the coroner’s 


{9 JUNE 1899} 


inquest held at the | 
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Blackburn Arms, Garston, upon the dead 
body of a dock labourer, named Peter 
Mallor, who had been in the employ of 
the London and North-Western Railw ay 
Company, and assisting to load a steamer 
called the “‘ Emerald,” when he was killed 
by the falling on his head of a drum 
laden with caustic soda ; is he aware that 
the coroner reflected severely upon the 
employment of mere boys by this railway 
company at the time upon the “Emerald” ; 
and whether the hooks carrying the drum 
were defective, and had not previously 
been examined by any competent inspec- 
tor; and if, in the interests of the lives 
of the dock labourers and youths em- 
ployed by this railway company, he will 
cause full inquiry to be made into the 
case, and surrounding circumstances. 

*Si M. WHITE RIDLEY: My atten- 
tion has been called to the report of this 
case, and to the remarks made by the 
coroner. The matter is now being 
further investigated by officers of the 
Factory Department. 


THE PETROLEUM BILL. 

Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
whether he can state what day the 
Government will introduce their measure 
dealing with petroleum ; and whether 
it will deal with the question of the flash 
point, in accordance with the recom- 
mendation of the Select Committee that 
reported last year to the House. 

*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: No, Si 
I am afraid I am not in a position to 
make any statement as to a petroleum 
Bill, either in respect of its introduction 
or its contents. 


EMOLUMENTS OF LIGHTHOUSE 
KEEPERS. 

Mr. NICOL (Argyll): I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if a 
reply has now been sent by the authorities 
to the petition of the lighthouse keepers 
of the United Kingdom for an increase of 
pay and other privileges ; and, if so, if he 
'can state to the House the terms and 
effect of the reply. 

THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuie, Croydon): A 
new scale of remuneration for lighthouse 
| keepers, as proposed by the three light- 
| house authorities, has been sanc ‘tioned by 
the Board of Trade, and I am informed 
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by those authorities that a circular em- | 5,000ft. during the hot weather: they 
bodying the new scale is on the point of | were moved back into huts at Ladysmith 


being issued. 
cannot be conveniently embodied in reply 
to a question, but I shall be happy to 
furnish my hon. friend with the par- 
ticulars, in writing, if he desires it. 

Mr. NICOL: Will the right hon. Gen- 
tleman have them printed ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: I hardly think that 
that is necessary. The particulars shall 
be distributed to those interested. 


YOUGHAL RIFLE RANGE. 

CarpTaAIn DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that, in 
consequence of a recent breach in the 
sea embankment, the rifle range at 
Youghal, county Cork, has become flooded 
and practically useless ; and whether the 
War Office will consider the desirability 
of co-operating with the local authorities 
and with the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company, with a view to the 
execution of the necessary repairs. 

*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. G. WyNDHAM, 
Dover): It is a fact that the range 
cannot be used until the breach in the 
sea wall is repaired. Several authorities 
are interested in these repairs, which have 
already been attempted, but without suc- 
cess. A further report on the circum- 
stances will be called for. 


Captain DONELAN Will the 
Department be prepared to make any 
contribution towards the cost of carrying 
out these repairs? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: That is the very 
question which will be decided when 
we havethe report. Several authorities 
are interested, and the allocation of the 
responsibility on each is a matter which 
will occupy our minds. 


LADYSMITH BARRACKS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN § (Aberdeenshire, 
East): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether the British 
troops have been sent back from the Mooi 
river to Ladysmith, and what steps have 
been taken to improve the water supply 
and sanitary condition of the accommoda- 
tion at Ladysmith. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM : These troops had 


heen under canvas at an elevation of some | 


The details of the scale}on the approach of the cold weather, 


when enteric fever is not prevalent. Fifty- 
three thousand pounds has been spent on 
improving the accommodation at Lady- 
smith, and the general officer command- 
ing has been instructed to postpone other 
services in order to apply the largest 
possible sum to sanitary requirements at 
that station. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: Have they, then, 
been brought back to the same unhealthy 
quarters and huts from which they were 
removed in February ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, but a large 
portion of this £53,000 has been spent on 
improving the sanitary condition of these 
very quarters, and the result of the ex- 
penditure will be reaped this year. 


PRESBYTERIAN SERVICES FOR 
TROOPS IN INDIA. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether his attentica has been 
drawn to a complaint that the Episcopa- 
lian chaplains attached to the Army in 
India object to Presbyterian 
being conducted in the churches pro- 
vided by Government for Her Majesty's 
troops, and that in consequence Scottish 
Presbyterian soldiers are compelled to 
worship in riding schools, theatres, and 
other even more unsuitable _ places ; 
whether there is any foundation in fact 
for this complaint ; and, if so, upon what 
grounds the exclusion of Presbyterian 
soldiers from the use of churches pro- 
vided by Government for the purpose of 
worship is defended; and whether he 
has taken, or means to take, any steps to 
remove the grievance complained of. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord) Grorce  HaAmiton, 
Middlesex, Ealing): For some time past 
IT have been in communication with the 
officials of the Scotch Church with a view 
of facilitating the use of existing build- 
ings for divine service by Presbyterians in 
India. In consequence of representations 
which reached the Government of India, 
certain changes were made about a year 
ago in the rules which govern the use of 
Government churches. The tendeney of 
those changes was to facilitate the use of 
such churches by denominations other 
than the Chureh of: England. Since then, 
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as [ stite] in this House 01 May 9, the! petition, which up to the present has not 


only changes made in these rules have 
been (1) to define more accurately the 
religious bodies who may hold services in 
these churches, Presbyterians being ex- 
pressly included; and (2) to make the 
final appeal, in case of difficulty, lie to 
the Metropolitan, whereas up to last 
summer the final decision lay with the 
Bishop of the diocese. No cases of diffi- 
culty or hardship under the new rules 
have as yet been reported to me, nor am 
[ at present aware of any reason for 
taking action in the matter. 

TO SCOTTISH SCHOOL 

TEACHERS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate whether he will state the 
amount of the pension to be given to the 
teachers in Scotland whose services com- 
menced before 1851, before they are called 
upon to exercise the option of applying 
for a pension. 

Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. G. 
Murray, Buteshire) : 


PENSIONS 


The Superannu- 
ation Act confers no special benefit on 
teachers who began work before 1851. A 
circular, explaining fully the conditions, 
has been sent to every teacher known to 
he in service, and the Department will, on 
application, inform a teacher of the 
approximate amount of his allowance if 
he accepts the Act. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: May I ask whether 
before a teacher is compelled to exercise 
his option as to whether he will retire or 
not, he will be informed of the amount of 
pension he is to get 4 

Mr. A. J. MURRAY: Yes, if 


takes his pension under the Act. 


he 


MOUNTJOY POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. DOOGAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster -General, whether he is 
aware that letters posted in Mountjoy 
Post Office, county Tyrone, after 9 a.m., 
do not arrive in the neighbouring county 
town of Dungannon till the following 
day ; whether, in order to obviate the 
great inconvenience resulting from this 
long delay, which in some cases amounts 
to 24 hours, the residents of Mountjoy 
have petitioned the postal authorities for 
an evening collection similar to that 
which is in force in the adjoining districts 
of Arboe and Clonoe ; and whether steps 


will be taken to grant the prayer of that 
j 


been acceded to. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE ‘TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): It is the case that letters posted at 
Mountjoy, near Dungannon, after 9 a.m. do 
not arrive at Dungannon tll the following 
day. ‘The reason is that Mountjoy, not 
being on the homeward route of the post- 
man, has not hitherto had an evemng 
collection, the only collection being made 
by the postman when delivering at 9 a.m. 
Instructions have, however, now been 
given for an evening collection to be 
made at the Mountjoy Post Office. 


LURGAN POST OFFICE. 


Mr. M‘GHEE: [beg to ask the Seere- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster-General, with reference to the 
proposed building of a new post office at 
Lurgan, whether he can now state on 
what site the new building will be con- 
structed ; and, whether, considering the 
grave anxiety in Lurgan owing to the 
delay already involved, he can _ state 
about what date the erection of the 
building will be commenced, and what 
period will be allowed for the completion 
of the works. 


Mr. HANBURY: I regret to state 
that little progress has been made in this 
matter since I[ answered the hon. 
Member’s question of the 8th ultimo. 
The Board of Public Works have not yet 
been able to design a suitable building, 
for erection on either of the two sites 
under consideration, the cost of which 
would not bring the total expenditure for 
site and building up to an amount far in 
excess of what the business would 
warrant. 


POSTMEN’S PAY. 


Mr. GILES (Cambridge, Wisbech): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether the test applied by the Post 
Office authorities in determining whether 
the postmen in a district are entitled to a 
higher grade of pay is the cost of living 
in or the population of that district. 


Mr. HANBURY: Population is the 
first and principal test, but it is constantly 
modified by exceptional local circum- 
stances, such as the high cost of living or 
high price of labour. 
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DUBLIN TELEGRAPHISTS’ HOURS OF 
DUTY. 


Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Secre- | 


tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster-General, whether, on Whit 
Monday, the telegraphists employed at 
11, Regent Street (West Side) Post 
Office, who were on duty for eight con- 
secutive hours, and forbidden to leave 
the building, were unable to obtain food 
or refreshment owing to the absence of 
the caterer; whether overtime ‘is com- 
pulsory on the female  telegraphists, 
owing to the office being shorthanded ; 
and whether an hour's overtime per day 
is being exacted this week from some of 
these lady employees. 


Mr. HANBURY: At the Post Office 
at 21, Regent Street, to which it is pre- 
sumed the hon. Member refers, only 
eight of the twenty-four telegraphists on 
duty on Whit Monday attended for as 
much as eight hours. It was by the 
general consent of the staff that the 
attendant was absent for that day, the 
staff having previously arranged to pro- 
vide their own meals, as they wished the 
attendant to have a holiday, and none of 
them expressed any desire to leave the 
building for refreshment during the day. 
The office in question has its full statf. 
Overtime is compulsory on female tele- 
graphists, as on all other Post Office 
servants, when necessity requires. 
During the Derby Week five _ tele- 
graphists at this oftice voluntarily _per- 
formed between them, during five days, 
seven hours extra duty in all, which was, 
of course, paid for extra at the autho- 
rised rate. No overtime is being exacted 
this week. 


ADULTERATED TEA. 
Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the Treasury whether he is aware that 
large importations of tea rejected by the 
Hamburg and New York Customs 
have recently been passed by the Eng- 
lish Customs, and sold in London, 
although containing up to 20 per cent. of 
clay and sand, and unfit for human 
consumption; and whether, in view of 
the fact that the price of common teas 
has advanced 50 per cent., of which the 
poor are the largest consumers, the 
Government will insist on a more rigid 
inspection of all future importations to 

prevent a repetition of the fraud. 
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| *Mr. HANBURY: The Board of Cus- 
/toms have no means of testing the 
accuracy of the statement in the first 
paragraph, As was stated yesterday by 
my right hon. friend the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, in reply to a similar ques- 
tion, a full inquiry is being made, and if 
it should appear advisable to alter the 
existing regulations or to increase the 
number of tea inspectors, the necessary 
steps will be taken at once. Meantime, 
a circular has been issued to the tea in- 
spectors directing them to administer the 
existing regulations with special care. 


LICENCES FOR TRADESMEN’S CARTS 
AND VANS. 

Mr. GILES: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury whether he is aware 
that recently tradesmen in rural districts, 
especially builders and plumbers, have 
received notice from the collectors of 
taxes that they must take out licences for 
carts and vans used in the course of trade 
by reason of their sending and fetching 
their workmen in such carts and vans to 
and from the houses and places where 
their work was being performed, and that 
the Solicitor to the Board of Inland 
Revenue had expressed the opinion that 
workmen cannot be cons.dered goods or 
burden in the course of trade or husban- 
dry, within the meaning of 32 and 33 
Vic., ¢ 14, s. 19 (6); and whether, 
having regard to the fact that this 
practice has prevailed for a great many 
years, he will give instructions to the 
collectors of taxes not to exact the 
carriage duty on this account alone, or 
will take steps to amend the provisions 
of the Act. 

*Mr. HANBURY: There has been no 
change of practice in the matter as stated 
in the question, and the Actis 51 Vict., 
c. 8 The exemption of trade-carts ex- 
tends only to vehicles which are con- 
structed or adapted for use, and are used 
solely for the conveyance of goods or 
burden in the course of trade or 
hushandry. It has always been the view 
of the Board of Inland Revenue that 
workmen do not come within the meaning 
of the words “ goods or burden.” The pro- 
ceeds of these licences are now, of course, 
paid over to the Local Taxation Account. 


THE CHINA SQUADRON. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
| the First Lord of the Admiralty whether 


/the summer cruise of Her Majesty’s 
( 
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squadron, now in the China Seas, has been | 
arranged ; and, if: so, whether Port | 
Arthur and Talienwan are amongst the 
ports to be visited. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. G. J. GOSCHEN, St. George’s, | 
Hanover Square): Yes, by the 
mander-in-chief of the station. The 
ports ni amed by the hon. Member are not 


in the admiral’s programme. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman state the reason why 
these interesting ports are omitted ¢ 

Mr. GOSCHEN : The commander-in- 
chief appears to have formed a_pro- 
gramme which did not include these 
ports. 

THE COLONIAL LOANS FUND BILL. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 


SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): It might be convenient to the 
House if I state that I think we ought, 
on public grounds, to get through the 
stage of the Colonial Loans Bill which 
unfortunately was not finished last night 
at the earliest possible date. I must 
therefore put it first on Monday, although 
I hope it will only prevent us getting on 


with the Scotch Bill by a very short 
period. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Can the 


right hon. Gentleman give any indication 
as to what are the public grounds that 
necessitate any hurry in regard to this 
Bill ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
I can answer that question, but my right 
hon. friend the Chanceller of the Ex- 
chequer is, I know, extremely anxious 
that the Bill should be got through for 
financial reasons. 

Mr. 


DILLON : He did not state them. 


SUPPLY [13TH ALLOTTED DAY}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Civit SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-1900. 
CLASS II. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £49,482, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum 


{9 June 1899} 


com- | 


778 


necessary to defray the charge which will 
| come in course of payment during the year 
| ending on the 31st day of Mareh, 1900, for the 
| salaries and expenses of the Department of 
Her Majesty’ s Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs. 


(Civil Service Estimates). 


*Sm CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
| Forest of Dean): The reduction which I 
'have to move in the salary of Lord 
Salisbury is based ona sad case, but a 
‘clear and grave case of neglect by 
the Government, and I propose to 
speak on one other question only 
before moving it. Last year I moved 
a reduction in the salary of the Secretary 
of State on account of matters which had 
occurred in the course of the previous 
twelve months. There had been develop- 
ments in connection with Tunis, Siam, 
Madagascar, and China, all of which we 
wished to censure. An opinion was 
expressed that the Liberals were not 
agreed in their views on foreign policy ; 
but every Liberal present voted for the 
reduction, which had the support of my 
right hon. friend the Member for West 
Monmouthshire. Since that time there 
has, no doubt, on the Address in reply to 
the (ueen’s Speech this year, been an 
attempt by my hon. friend the Member 
for Devonport (Mr. Kearley) again to 
raise the question of Madagascar. There 
has been a new Blue Book which justified 
his action, for it shows that no reply has 
been received from France to Lord Salis- 
bury’s remonstrance. But there is no new 
material. The matter was covered by the 
reduction which I moved last year. We 
attacked the Government with regard to it 
last year. The Blue Book of this year is 
virtually the same as the Blue Book of 
last year, for the whole matter has arisen 
from Lord Salisbury’s neglect in 1890. 
We can add nothing to what we said last 
year, but we received no answer. 


*THE UNDER-SECRETARY For 
FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford) : The arguments were 
very fully replied to. 


| Str CHARLES DILKE: I do not 
think that an examination of Hansard 
will bear out that statement. We all 


agree that the principal events in foreign 
affairs which have lately happened, the 
choice of our representatives to the 
Hague, and the Mid-Africa delimitations, 
forma success for Lord Salisbury—a sue- 
cess to set against many failures. Relations 
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with France are better, but there is the | A paper which supports the Government 


as yet unexplained incident of Muscat. 


| said the other 


day that, of the two 


The Muscat papers have virtually been | policies, the integrity of China was gone, 


refused to the House of Commons. 
papers would not be damaging to the 
cause of peace, but they would be damag- 
ing to the Government. They are 
retused on the shallow pretext that 
“local details are still under discussion.” 
The French Government has told its 
supporters that we expressed “ profound 
regret” for something which they term an 
tnconvenance—that is, “an unseemly or un- 
becoming act ”—on whose part! We can 
all agree in regretting that we should be 
placed in the position which the Govern- 
ment, by refusing papers, seem to admit. 
The one subject upon which, in addition to 
that upon which | have to move the reduc- 
tion, I wish to speak, but briefly—as I shall 
doubtless be followed by my noble friend, 
the Member for York, who has had un- 
rivalled opportunities of forming opinions 


The | 


and the sphere policy had prevailed, but 


| that all China was likely to become the 


Russian sphere ; and this, I confess, seems 
to me to be the net result of the Govern- 
ment policy. Its effect has certainly been 
a wonderfully rapid growth of Russian 
influence at Pekin, and all now see that 
the Chinese Empire, as we prophesied last 
year would be the case, is taking its place 
with Turkey and Persia among the fringe 


| of empires under the protection of Russia 


' which surround that 


on the spot—is that of China, which 
° ° ’ | 
is always with us. The _ recent | 
arrangement with Russia is a very 


partial one, apparently au mere recogni- 
tion of existing facts, leaving all dangerous 


matters where they were. It is exactly 
the agreement which, on the 12th of 


August of last year, was suggested by 
Mr. Lessar, the Russian Chargé d’Affaires, 
to the Leader of this House, and at first 
cold-shouldered by the Leader of this 
House. The Government have been riding 
two horses. The muddle between the 
policy of the “open door” 
Yang-tsze sphere has led to confusion 
which seems to have caused failure. On 
this point I think the House is really as 
unanimous as it was unanimous in previous 
debates with regard to the withdrawal 
of our ships from Port Arthur at a 
moment when a more general agreement 
with Russia might have been come to, 
more satisfactory than that which has 
been tardily made. My _ right hon. 
friend the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire last year adopted and made his own 
upon this point all what he called the 
“very just criticism of the Member for 
Chester ”—in other words, in the first 
place, criticism on the invitation to 
Russia to come to Port Arthur, without 
any arrangement with Russia at the time 
when one could have been made ; 
secondly, on the absurdity of the Yang-tsze 
scheme unless, which the Government do 
not intend, effective occupation of the 
Yang-tsze Vv alley should be brought about. 


Sir. Charles Dilke. 


and | 


and that of the | 


| 


| passage, 


Empire on the east 
and south and west. The now obvious 
exposure of the Chinese capital to Russian 
land attack is a curious commentary on 
the reasons which were given here for the 
occupation of Wei-hai-wei. I read in the 
“Naval Annual” for this year (a book 
which, on the whole, has always been 
friendly to the policy of the Ad- 
miralty) ‘ Russia should be able to hold 
Manchuria,” and, as I _ read _ the 
whatever she can reach from 
Manchuria by land, “ notwithstanding our 
command of the sea.” I leave, however, 
the Government policy in: China to my 
noble friend the Member for York and 
others, and pass at once to that matter 
which stands in such a position that a 
reduction on the vote is the only adequate 
means of expressing with regard to it 
what I feel. The story of the Waima 
incident is one of the strangest kind. In 
November, 1893, Colonel Ellis, command- 


| ing our forces in Sierra Leone, was warned 


by a confidential telegram from the Home 
Government that the French were near 
the frontier, and that he was to be careful. 
His letters home show that he was most 
careful, and that he wrote warning the 
French of his approach. On the 23rd 
December a French force attacked a force 
of the Ist West India Regiment and 
police. They killed Captain Lendy, 
D.S.0., Lieutenant Liston, Lieutenant 
Wroughton, one  sergeant-major, four 
privates West India Regiment, two Sierra 
Leone police, and severely wounded fifteen 
non-commissioned officers and men and 
two police. The French lost one officer 
and two men killed, and a few wounded. 
On Christmas Day, 1893, Colonel Ellis 
wrote to the Government a letter pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, in which he 
said— . : 

“That Waima is well within the sphere of 
British influence is, 1 think, beyond ques- 
, Hon. 
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And he added definite explanations which 
seemed to prove this. A letter from 
Colonel Ellis to the French commandant, 
also published in London Gazette, and his 
letters home make it clear that Ellis had no 
doubt that Waima was within our sphere, 
and that the French, on consideration, 
did not assert that it was either French 
or Liberian. Colonel Ellis mentioned in 
his letters home that he had letters from 
the French commandant showing how 
very far the French had previously pene- 
trated into the British sphere, and the 
fact is confirmed by a letter from Captain 
Lendy to his mother, written before the | 


engagement, which she has. Colonel | 
Elis was knighted and died. On the | 


12th February, 1894, Lord Rosebery 
wrote to the mother of one of the officers 
killed that he was “determined” that 
the matter “shall be probed and ex- 
amined to the uttermost.” Before, how- 
ever, making a formal demand on France 
for reparation the Government consulted 
the Astronomer Royal, and they also sent 
up surveying parties to the neighbour- 
hood, whose work is mapped in Trotter’s 
“Sources of the Niger.” After two years 
inquiry and survey, Colonel Ellis’s view 
was fully confirmed. When the payment 
of £10,000 was proposed as compensation 
to the French Missions in Uganda for 
action by Colonel Lugard, which had 
been approved and justified by the | 
Government, some of us offered opposi- 
tion on the ground that the Waima 
matter ought, at least, to be settled at the 
same time. We were beaten, and the 
money was paid over to the Cardinal 
Archbishop of Westminster to disburse 
among the French and Alsatian claimants : 
that is, this somewhat similar claim was 
dealt with and settled by itself. On the 
18th March, 1898, I pressed with regard 
to this matter a question which was 
followed by a correspondence between 
the hon. Member for North Lambeth 


- (Sir Henry M. Stanley) and the then 


Under Secretary of State, in which Mr. 
Curzon denied that the position of Waima 
was known at the time, but admitted | 
that the former Government. had, after 
full investigation, “included the ques- 
tion of compensation among the bases of 
discussion at the African Conference in | 
Paris” in 1894-5. That Conference was | 
held at the end of 1894 and beginning of | 
1895. If, as Mr. Curzon stated, the posi- | 
tion of Waima was properly “deter- 
mined” “in 1895,” why, then, was the | 
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| ceived from France. 
received, as I understand, up to the pre- 
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matter not actively pressed after the de- 
termination in 1895? On the 1st April, 
1898, the matter was mentioned by the 
Member for the Swansea district ; on 
the 19th April I was informed that the 
frontier was not finally determined till 
1896. On the 28th April I asked whether 
it was the case that compensation had 
distinctly been refused by France before 
the 15th September, 1895. This was 
denied by the Leader of the House ; but 
the information is contained in a letter 
from Lord Dufferin, our then Ambassador 


‘in Paris, to the widow of one of the 


officers killed. On the 6th May, 1898, 
the senior Member for Portsmouth asked 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies a 
question on the subject, in the answer to 
which hope was held out that the matter 
would be settled, and a_ suggestion 
was made of temporary help pending 
settlement. Temporary help has been 


‘given in one case only, though not 
‘out of taxes. 


On the same day the 
Member for the Swansea district put 
another question to the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies, who confirmed the 
statement that the position of Waima 
was substantially known at the time of 
the incident, although not astronomically 
determined until 1895, or “ finally deter- 
mined” till 1896. On the 28th June, 
1898, a question was asked by 
the Member for Chester (Mr. Yerburgh), 
when the Under-Secretary of State re 
peated that the matter was then included 
in general negotiations with France, and 
that, pending the result, a grant to the 


families of those slain was under con- 
sideration. No such grant was ever 
made, except the one advance just 


named of £100 from the Patriotie Fund. 
On the 14th July, 1898, there came a 
sudden change in the Government. posi 
tion, and that Government wrote to the 
French for compensation, treating the 
matter, not in connection with others, but 
as one apart. On the 2ist July, in reply 
to the Member for the Leek Division of 
Staffordshire, the Government admitted 
this, but said that no reply had been re- 
No reply has been 


sent time ; yet the Uganda compensation 
has been paid. On the Ist August last 
year the hon. Member for Chester asked 
if a Supplementary Estimate, for the relief 
of the sufferers pending the settlement, 
could be proposed. The Under Secretary 
said that “should a Supplementary Vote 
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be required, it would be asked for in that 
financial year.” The financial year ex- 
pired with last March, and nothing has 
been asked for, in spite of the need and of 
the promises. Coming to the present 
year, on the 13th February, the member 
for the Leek Division asked again with 
regard to compensation, and the present 
Under Secretary of State related a long 
story, ending “any case of urgency will 
be considered.” Several of the cases are 
urgent. Nothing has been done in 
addition to the grant of £100 to one widow 
last year. On the 2nd March the hon. 


Member for Hampstead brought 
out the fact of the isolated treat- 


ment of* this subject on the 14th July 
of last year, and of the receipt from 
France of noreply. But by this time the 
Government had come back again to the 
old position, and said that they were 
treating the matter in connection with 
other claims arising out of affairs in West 
Africa. On the 16th March the Member 
for the Wick Burghs, and on the 17th 
March the Member for the Swansea 
District, elicited the fact that the matter 
was before the law ofticers of the Crown. 
So that five and a-half years after the 
incident, and three years after the accu- 
rate determination of the facts, we have 
got as far as asking our own people what 
is our case. On the 23rd March the 
Member for the Leek Division discovered 
that no exact amount has ever been asked 
for from France, although France asked 
for a definite amount from us in the 
Uganda case; in other words, we have 
merely asked a vague question of France 
as to her willingness to pay compen- 
sation, to which, naturally, no reply has 
been returned. On the 24th March the 
Member for Chester discovered from the 
Government that the matter was not in- 
cluded in the recent African negotiations 
with France, but “is being dealt with 
separately.” A more humiliating story 
was never placed before the House of 


Commons. I know nothing of the 
circumstances of the families of the 
native police, nor of those of the 


gallant non-commissioned officers and 
men of the West India regiment. 
The circumstances of the survivors left 
by the British officers killed are known to 
me. One of the mothers, aged seventy, 
has lost both her sons in. Africa. The 
death of the cne killed at Waima, a 
most distinguished officer of the Derby- 
shire regiment, has left that lady and | 
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her daughter alone in the world. 
Of the two other officers, one has left 
a widow and three children. They have 
received from the Government a nomina- 
tion to Wellington, and £100, which went 
to pay the doctor’s bills for the widow’s 
premature confinement from siiock and 
grief, but the lady is forced to eke 
out her income by sewing, the pension 
being insufficient. And the other mother, 
who is also a widow, has lost her only 
son. She has one other lady dependent 


upon her, who is earning her livelihood as 


a typewriter. These are cases of extra- 
ordinary hardship. But I am concerned 
with the blot upon the administration of 
the Foreign Office that its treatment of 
the matter has involved, and, having 
followed it closely since the time when 
the incident occurred, I feel that I have no 
alternative but to move the reduction, 
which | commend to the consideration of 
the House. The two matters that I have 
brought forward, that of Waima and that 
of China, are both examples of imbecility 
in the classical sense of that word : want 
of firmness of purpose, or distinct ideas 
clearly set before us. The.energies of the 
Foreign Oftice have been toomuch taken up 
with Africa to enable the affairs of China to 
be properly dealt with. There wasa time 
last year when the Foreign Oftice appeared 
to have set before itself the policy of 
alliances, specially intended to affect the 
Chinese situation—alliance with a military 
Power (Germany), alliance with the 
United States and with Japan. The most 
welcome, the policy of alliance with the 
United States, as we pointed out, is not a 
practical policy, for nobody in the United 
States desires a fighting or war alliance. 
The one thing necessary, however, above 
all, is clearness of foresight and of pur- 
pose, and that is what has been conspi- 
cuously wanting, especially in the case of 


China. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That Item A (Salaries) be reduced by 
£100. in respect of the salary of the Secretary 
of State.”— (Sir Charles Dilke.) 


LORD CHARLES = -BERESFORD 
(York): The right hon. Baronet has 


brought two cases before the Committee, 
and one I think I may describe as very 


 humiliating—Ireferto the Waimaincident! 


I should like to express my,. concurrence 
in the views of the right hon, Baronet on 
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the matter. The facts of the case are 
these: The Government has acknow- 


ledged that these poor ladies do deserve 
some compensation, and they have asked 
the French Government to pay it. As 
far as I understand it, the French 
(tovernment did not answer the letter for 
avery long time, and when eventually 
they did answer it they refused to pay 
anything. Three British officers were 
shot by French troops at a point twelve 
miles within our own boundaries—within 
our sphere of influence—and their widows 
and children can get no compensation. 
What a contrast between this case and 
the one in which our Government 
promptly paid £10,000 to the Uganda 
missionaries! And, above all, the 
(fovernment sent out a Commission to 
find out the exact spot where the affair 
took place. It took two years to do its 
work. Why did they not send to the 
naval officer at the nearest station? He 
would have done the work in three days. 
I must say that what has occurred in this 
case would be a disgrace to any Govern- 
ment, whichever party might be in 
power. I now come to a question 
of great interest to the people of 
this country, and particularly to all 
connected with trade and commerce. 
I consider it to be one of the gravest 


, problems this country has ever faced ; it 


is a problem which requires immediate 
attention, and certainly wiser statesman- 
ship than it has yet received. What is 
the problem? It is, that we have to 
secure our trade in that great country of 
China. This is a matter of vast import- 
ance to our working classes. Wherever 
we look we see that our markets are 
getting very circumscribed, thanks to the 
competition which we have to meet. It 
is not a question of territory that makes 
trade ; it is one, rather, of population, and 
the population of China is enormous, 


exceeding 400,000,000. What is the 
‘struggle going on in China? It is a 


struggle between nations who want trade 
and nations who seek territory. Nations 
are represented by governments, and I 
say that the present Government are 
doing nothing whatever to secure or 
develop our trade with China. It may 
he suggested, in consequence of the 
remarks I am about te make, that I ought 
to belong to the Opposition. I do not 
think so by any means, but I do hope 
that my criticism will be most fair, One 


of the main things we are now suffering 
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|from is the weakness of the Opposition. 
A weak Opposition means a weak Govern- 
ment, and a strong Opposition a strong 
Government. I do not propose to go 
into the reasons which brought us into 
our present position. I want to take 
things just as they are. I freely acknow- 
ledge that the Government have had 
a very difficult time in their foreign 
policy; they have had difficulties with 
many nations, but I maintain that most 
of these difficulties are now settled, and 
that this question of China ought to be 


brought prominently forward, and 
more ought to be done than 
is being attempted at present. Now, 
what are the dangers with regard 


to the future? One is in regard to the 
position of Russia in the North ; and the 
other is that there is likely to be very 
shortly a rebellion in China. There have 
already been rebellions there, but that 
there will be some more very heavy re- 
bellions in the near future I have not the 
slightest doubt. There are two policies, 
as the right hon. Baronet has pointed out 
—one is the policy of the open door and 
the other is the policy of spheres of in- 
fluence. From what I can gather from 
Her Majesty’s Government they have 
been bellowing very loudly for the open 
door, but they have been working all the 
time for the spheres of influence. What 
they have really been doing is drifting, 
and doing nothing at all. I have heard 
it said that the Government are deceiving 
the people, and I want to corroborate it 
by saying that they have deceived me. 
When I went out to China I was abso- 
lutely certain that the Government policy 
was that of the open door, and not only 
to keep the door open, but to put the 
house in order on the other side. When 
I get home again I find from the declara- 
tions of the Government that they are 
certainly working towards the policy of 
the spheres of influence, and against the 


open door. Why, the two things are 
imcompatible, and you must have 
either the one policy or the other 


or else you will drift on to the rocks as 
certain as possible. I maintain that the 
people of this country do not know the 
importance of our policy in China. We 
must take into consideration that our 
trade of this country amounts to a total 
of £970,000,000, and I quite understand 
that the commercial classes of this 


country would think, if we were to interfere 


in a strong méasure or upon lines which 
2E 2 
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might bring about war, that, for the sake | 
of the £35,000,000 of trade which we do | 


with China, we might jeopardise the 
whole of the £935,000,000 we do with 
other countries. But I do not agree with 
the argument at all. If we had begun to 
lose our trade in China this country 
would certainly have been in a worse 
position than now. Now, what does that 


£35,000,000 of trade with China mean ? 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I think the noble 
lord said the trade of China was 
£970,000,000. 


Lorp CHAS. BERESFORD: No. I 
said that £970,000,000 was the total 
trade of the Empire. My point was that, 
taking the £35,000,000 from the total, 
it left £935,000,000 as the amount 
of trade we do with other countries, and 
those people who were interested in the 
larger sum might be disinclined to do 
anything which might jeopardise that 
trade by doing something with the 
object of protecting this £35,000,000. 
Now what does our trade with 
China represent? If I take the cost of 
the raw material and what the merchants 
provide, it will about represent the wages 
and rent of 350,000 people in this country. 
That, I think, is a very fair computation, 
and if Iam not right I hope some hon. 
Gentleman with a more technical head 
than I have will correct me. With 
reference to the open door policy I main- 
tain that the door is closed now. I main- 
tain that directly you allowed the Russians 
to interfere with purely commercial enter- 
prise, as they did in the case of the 
Shanghai-Kiang Railway, the open door 
was as effectively closed as if you had put 
a tariff on our goods. What happened ? 
I asked my right hon. friend below me if 
all was true that I read in the Blue-book, 
for in that book it is perfectly clear that 
the British Minister told the Russian 
Minister at Pekin that the British 
Government would not tolerate any 
interference with the contract made 
between the British Corporation and the 
Chinese Government with regard to this 
railway. My hon. friend says that the | 
British Corporation agreed to this inter- | 
ference; but they did nothing of the | 
sort. The Corporation agreed because | 
the Government told them to scratch | 
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jected to, and it was on that objection 
that our Minister said that the British 
Government would not tolerate any 
interference. I have said once or twice 
before—but it has been made out that 
I am wrong—that our treaties had been 
completely broken in China, and abso. 
lutely broken. I was told that I was 
altogether wrong, but if hon. Members 
can understand this book they will find on 
page 7, in Dispatch 14, from Mr. Balfour 
to Sir Charles Scott, that the First Lord 
of the Treasury himself says : 

“An undoubted breach of our treaty rights 
with China is involved therein,’ 
that is to say, if the Russians persisted 
in this matter of interfering with com- 
mercial enterprises. Mr. Lessar said that 
he did not deny that what was contem- 
plated constituted a breach of the treaty ; 
but what wascontemplated was carried out, 
and the Tien-tsin Treaty has been broken 
with regard to the Shanghai-Kiang Rail- 
way. Therefore we have no rights either 
in Shantung or Manchuria according to 
the treaties in force. That is absolutely so. 
By the treaty I have alluied to we were 
allowed to have those rights in Man- 
churia, but those rights have heen abso- 
lutely nullified now, because Russia has 
told us that we must not go there. Now 
I come to the open door. Upon this 
policy the Government have certainly 
“takenin” one of their most energetic 
supporters. There was nobody so violent 
as the Chancellor of the Exchequer upon 
this point, for he was prepared to fight 
for the open door with great violence. 
The right hon. Gentleman said so in 
his speech. Now I come to my right 
hon. friend the Secretary for the Colonies, 
who was going to arm himself with a 
“Jong spoon,” and he was all for the 
open door. Then I come to the First Lord 
of the Admiralty, who was more vigorous 
than anybody else over the open door. 


*Tue FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Goscuen, St. George's, 
Hanover Square): I never spoke about it. 


LORD CHARLES BERESFORD: 
What did he do? Why, he came down 
here and asked the House to vote four 
battleships, four cruisers, and twelve 
torpedo boats. What for! Why, to 
protect our trade and commerce, and our 
trade and commerce cannot exist without 


out two clauses which the Russians ob | the open door. Surely that is an argu- 


Lord Charles Beresford, 
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ment on my side. 


with regard to China we have seen them 
followed by very small deeds. It would 
have been better if the Government had 
done something in a strong, clear, and 
definite way which everybody could 
understand, than te have done nothing 
whatever. Now, the right hon. 
Baronet has made an allusion to a 
statement of mine, but I do not think that 
Iever used the word “alliance.” I was very 
careful not to do it in America, because 
I knew that I should be metaphorically 
jumped on immediately. There has been 
no suggestion yet made to solve this 
problem of the future between China and 
this country. My suggestion was that 
the four countries—Great Britain, 
America, Japan, and Germany—should 
go to the Chinese and say: “We 
have got so much trade with you, and 
we will ask you to allow us to take over 
your army and we will put it right for 
you.” It would be a Chinese Army with 
probably an Englishman at its head, but 
I do not see anything very absurd in 
that. I have only suggested that you 
should do in the case of the Chinese Army 
what you have already done with the 
Chinese Customs. You 
man over the Customs, and why should 


you not have a_ British man over 
the army? I must say that, in 
speaking with members of other 


countries, | found both the Russians and 
the French were equally friendly towards 
my object. The mission I went out 
upon on behalf of the Associated Cham- 
bers of Commerce was to be as friendly 
and conciliatory as possible with every- 
body in that country, and I found that 
they all agreed with my proposal. I may 
be asked, why did I leave out France and 
Russia. I did so because I am a busi- 
ness man. France and Russia have no 
trade in China, and why should we ask 
them to come and help us to secure our 
trade? But even under this proposal 
France and Russia would be offered an 
equal opportunity to create trade, an 
opportunity which they do not possess 
now. It has been said that Germany 
would not join in this suggestion ; but 
supposing I had not included Germany, 
all those people who oppose this scheme 
would have said this was a mischievous 
proposal, and that I wanted to get Eng- 
land, America, and Japan against the 


whole of Europe. | 


The reason why I put | 
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Well, I do say that | 
very big words were used, and I say that | 


have a British | 
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in Germany was that she has a trade 
there already, and I may inform the 
House that I have the most complete 
sympathy of the German merchants out 
there with the idea which I suggest. I 
do not know whether the Govern- 
ment has tried this suggestion with 
other countries. They know more about 
it than I do, and I imagine that they may 
have approached them. If they have, 
and these countries have proposed to join 
us, then the Government should let the 
people of China know this. I think we 
should do what we have always done 
before whenever we have had any of our 
interests in danger, that is, we should 
take the lead and then the other countries 
will be sure to follow. Iam quite sure 
that the Americans will follow. But 
in Japan I got a most distinct intimation 
from many people that, if Great Britain 
led, Japan would certainly follow on this 
guestion. There is another point about 
the open door. Under the proposal I 


made it would not cost this country any- 


thing to leave the door open. The finances 
of China are ample. The Budget has 
already made provision for defence, and 
the arsenals and the army would also 
be amply provided for. If the money 
was expended as was intended, we would 
not have to pay a single shilling extra for 
getting this army into order. And it 
would give equality of opportunity to all 
nations. The open door would not 
cost this country one shilling. But I am 
absolutely certain that if we drift into 
spheres of influence we shall drift into 
war, on the face of it. Because if you go 
into spheres of influence you do away 
with the properly constituted Chinese 
authorities, and what are you going to 
put in their place? You will have to 
send troops there to maintain order and 
look after your trade. Now, let me 
refer to this precious Agreement. First 
of all I understand Russia proposed the 
Agreement. And what for? At the 
moment she proposed that Agreement 
there was a good deal of irritation in this 
country about the Shanghai-Newchwang 
Railway. Russia has extremely clever 
diplomatists, and they know that there is 
a magic word in this country, and that 
word is “ peace,” and they thought that if 
they put forward this Agreement it 
would be an Agreement on all questions, 
and that it would take in our own people 
immensely. They put forward the 
Agreement on account of the disturbance 
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amongst our people, but they were! There is another point. 
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My right hon. 


astonished to find that our Foreign Office | friend the Under Secretary for Foreign 


jumped at it with the greatest avidity. 


Russia by that Agreement forbade us to | to the way he answers questions. 


go to the north side of the Great Wall ; 

but why didn’t we, directly that Agree- | 
ment was proposed to us, propose some- 
thing that would be advantageous to our- 
selves? There were two things which 
would have been of great advantage to us. 


One was that Russia should not under any | 
circumstances have put on preferential | 


rates on the railways. The other was 
that a definite definition should be made 
of that part of the Yang-tsze country to 
which we were supposed to have some 
right. It would hardly be believed, but 
the Foreign Office never suggested these 
things at all, and it was not till a month 
afterwards that these things were sug- 
gested to Russia. It is again hardly to 
be believed that both these points were 
refused by Russia. 
in the Blue Book in which Lord Salisbury 
referred towhatthese spheres should be 

the Yang-tsze and the provinces of Ho-nan 


and Che-kiang—but there is nothing 
whatever in regard to preferential 


rates. Then there is another point. 
Directly the Russians found we were so 
anxious to come to this agreement, they 
secured a great number of delays—every- 
body had something the matter with him, 
or someone had gone on holidays, or some- 
thing of that sort. At any rate, they 
delayed, answering the questions put to 
them, and, so far as I can make out, it 
was seven or nine months before the 
Agreement was signed. Now, why did 
Russia object to the insertion of these 
conditions ? It was because, when the time 
comes when she is in a proper position 
to put on these preferential rates, she 
will do so. I should like to do away 
with all these questions of sentiment. 
We blame other countries for putting 
on protective tarifis. Why should 
they not? Other countries know 
their own affairs best. We have gone in 
for the open door and Free Trade, be- 
cause it is best for our people and for our 
commerce. They put on their tariffs 
because it is best for them. If they did 
not put on their tariffs everyone of these 
countries would be over-run with English 
and American travellers, and they would 
not have a chance with us and the Ameri- 
cans at our own trade. At the same 
time we should do all we can to try and | 
keep the door open wherever we can. 


Lord Charles Ber. s a 


There is a despatch | i 


Now, I object 
Some- 
times we really want an answer to the 
questions we put, but the way in which 
imy right hon. friend answers them is 
much more suitable to the nursery than 
to the House of Commons. It is the way 
of the Foreign Office and some of their 
people whom I have met abroad. I met 
a gentleman, who was not the Minister at 
Pekin, but who was associated at Pekin 
with the Foreign Office. I said to him, 
“ How very badly things are going on in 
China,” and he replied, “ Not at all ; they 
are going on very well indeed.” 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Hear, 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
said, “I have just read the Blue Book, 
and I have never read anything so shock- 
ing” ; and he replied, “Oh! you Members 
of Parliament must know that there are 
a great number of matters that we don't 
put in the Blue Books.” I said “ You 
want me to believe that the Government 
put in the Blue Books everything against 


Affairs answers questions. 


hear. 


themselves and keep up their sleeve 
everything that tells for them.” The 


Foreign Ottice appears to me like this sort 
of thing; that if London were occupied 
by the French, they would say it was the 
best thing under the circumstances. What 
I want to point out is that Lord Salisbury 
himself has been perfectly open about the 
matter. He has told us that there is 
nothing whatever in it, or words to that 
effect. I may say that he has laughed at 
the whole thing in a diplomatic way. 
Here is what Lord Salisbury himself 
says: “Her Majesty’s Government can- 
not but note the scanty dimensions to 
which it has heen reduced by these long 
negotiations.” He knows perfectly that 
there is nothing in it, or in any other 


Agreement that Russia should think of 
making. Russia never made an Agree- 


ment yet except for her own advantage. 
She does not break the Agreement at once, 
but waits till the time is suitable. In 
saying this I do hope the Committee will 
not misunderstand me. I don’t blame 
Russia one bit. We know what her policy 
is. But I do blame the people who are 
continually taken in by that policy. And 
they will be taken in again. Russian 
diplomatists are very clever, and they 
have a policy. They go across frontiers 
a long way, and whenever a_ re- 
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monstrance is made, the Russian | 
general goes back, but he never 


goes back to where he came from, but | 
remains a long way on the wrong side of | 
the frontier. While Lord Salisbury was 
laughing at this question, the Cabinet were | 
most triumphant ; and when I heard the | 
First Lord of the Admiralty bringing out | 
all the advantages and benefits to trade 
and to the peace of the world, and all the | 
other things that were going to come out | 
of this Agreement, the tears came into my 


eyes. I must say that I agree with Lord | 
Salisbury. I do not think that there is 


anything in that Agreement which is 
worth anything. In that Agreement, 
which we have signed, the Russians have | 
a right to run a railway to the south- | 
west of Pekin. We see in the Press— 
and I always believe the Press—that this | 
is a fact, and that if Russia does run that | 
railway it will compete with a railway in| 
which British capital has been invested 
on the faith of Chinese assurances as well | 
as those of our own Government that it 
would not be interfered with. If that 
railway is made I want to know what is 
to become of the large properties of the 
Pekin Syndicate, and what will become of 
all that English capital which has been 
invested there. Moreover, what will 
become of that country which is not | 
designated the Yang-tsze region, which 
has no boundary, and about which no 
agreement has been come to with Russia ? 
I hope the Government will put their foot | 
down on this question if on nothing else. 
We gave over to Russia the Newchwang 
Railway, I suppose, for the sake of peace. 
Why should not Russia give in to us about 
the railway to Pekin?! If the railway goes 
to Pekin, Russia must dominate the whole 
of China, and that would become a more 
serious question than anything else for 
this country. My own opinion is that if 
our Government would put their foot 
down over this question they would find 
that Russia would not make the railway. 
I believe that it is a very clever bit of 
diplomacy. I do not think they ever, 
intended to make the railway, but that 
they imagined we would object to it, and 
that they would he able to say on 
some other occasion, ‘“‘You see how 
we gave in wken you objected to the 
railway to Pekin.” Take the othcr point 
of policy which was conveyed in the term 
“spheres of influence.” I object alto- | 
gether to the proposal as to spheres of 
influence, and I shall oppose it with all 
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my might as long as I can. I believe that 
every man in China, every corporation 
and every single member of every com- 
mercial community—and they know their 


| business there—would do everything they 


can to oppose the policy of spheres of 
influence, towards which the Government 
are most certainly drifting as fast as they 
can. And I will give some reasons for 
my position. If you have spheres of 
influence you cannot have everything. 
You will have to give up a large amount 
of your trade sooner or later. You cannot 
say toa nation, “That is your sphere of 
influence,” and dictate te them what 
they are to do with it. We have 
never been able to do it yet. And 
you invite a hostile tariff if you go 
in for spheres of influence. Look at 
Madagascar, Indo-China, and other places, 
where they invariably put on a tariff 
against your trade. Let us see how our 
trade in China goes. Our total trade with 
China is 35 millions. Thirteen millions 
of these are with the provinces of Kwang- 
si and Kwang-tung, which are in the 
French sphere of influence; and 33 


‘millions are with Manchuria, which we 


might as well at once acknowledge as 
Russian. There is no sentiment in this 
country which can drive the Russians out 
of Manchuria, but I believe there is a 


/great and a growing sentiment that we 


should have a_ definite policy — in 
China; that we should know what we 
intend to allow Russia to do, and 
what we intend to do _ ourselves. 
Under the sphere of influence policy - 
we should lose Chifu, Tien-tsin, and 
Newchwang, the trade of which is seven 
millions sterling, equal to that of seven of 
the ports in the Yang-tsze Valley. That 
will give some sort of idea of what we 
stand to lose if we adopt the sphere of 
influence policy. There is even a 
greater objection than that. There is 
no doubt that with a sphere of influence 
we must have military occupation. I do 
not believe anyone in this Committee or 
even in this country wants to see one 
single acre added to the British Empire. 
That is the opinion on all sides of the 
Committee, and it is a common-sense 
opinion. Our Empire is too big now. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: No. 

Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: Who 
says no? I will ask the hon. Member 
who says “No” a question. Supposing 
we had disturbances in the Cape and in 
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India, and that at the same time we had | 


some bother with another country as we | 
were likey to have had in France recently, | 
those disturbances would not be naval but | 
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the demand was only an exuberance of 
|feeling which obtains occasionally in all 
nations. What could the French do? 
They could not bombard Shanghai. I do 


military questions ; and, even if we had | not know whether the Viceroy took my 


conscription, would we have enough of | 
men to settle them ? 


advice or not, but all I know is that the 


We would not. | French did not get anything, and that the 


Therefore I maintain that our Empire is | | French Consul said if ‘it had not 


quite big enough—in fact, it is too big— | 
already ; and anything we can do toav void 
adding to our spheres “of influence or our 
domination of any character must be for 
the benefit of the Empire. There is one 


solution of the difficulty in China, and | 
that is to manage the army on exactly | 


the same lines as the Maritime 
Customs are managed. ‘There is no diffi- 
culty in it whatever. On the question of 
men, the population of the provinces 
which we are supposed to have under our 
sphere of influence is 176 millions. We 
could send out at this moment about 
30,000 troops, and that is all, unless the 
Reserve is called out. daresay it may 
be said that I am unpatriotic. I was 
told that before, when I showed up the 
weakness of the Navy, when the only 
people who did not know about that 
weakness was our own. It is the same 
now with the Army. The argument is, 
“ We must not do anything now, because 
we have so few men.” Where will we be 
in five years? Russia will then have 
140,000 men; we will have - still 
30,000. Will the Russians be able to 
dominate us? I think they will. 
Then about our sphere of influence. I 
find we have been claiming what we have 


not got. I found in Shanghai that the 
French settlement was called “ French 
soil.” When I went to visit the Viceroy 


of Nanking his Excellency asked my 
advice on certain questions in which the 
French were pressing him. [said ; “I am 
only a commercial agent, but as your 
Excellency is good enough to ask my 
opinion, I will give it to you very frankly. 
Do not give the French anything. 
Balance the point. If you give this to 
the French you will put the Europeans 
in Shanghai on one side and the Chinese 
on the other ; because the Chinese are cer- 
tain to riot, and they will be right to riot.” 
One of the proposals of the French was 
to turn a native burial ground into an abat- 
toir. If a riot breaks out in the East 
you never know where it is going to stop. 
I was not uncivil to the French. I said 


that I did not believe the chivalrous | 
in China. There is no such thing. There are 


French nation really meant it, and that 
Lord Charles Beresford. 


| would have got all he wanted. 


‘tant city in China. 
the future. 


Beresford ” he 
Han-kau 
is in my humble opinien the most impor- 
It is the Chicago of 
It will have the rail head 
from north to south, and it has got great 
waterways. Our interests in Hankau 
are very small compared with the in- 


been for “ce sacré 


_terests of France and Russia. They got 


all they could. They have taken our 
property and put it into their own con- 
cessions, notwithstanding that our Foreign 
Office stated that no British property 
was to go into a Russian concession with- 
out the consent of the owners. But 
what about the property of Messrs, 
Greaves ‘and Co., Messrs.. Evans and 
Pugh, Mr. Jardine, and Mr. Sassoon? | 
said to Mr. Pugh, ‘ Don’t make a row 
about it, but you must be very ill and 
you must put on your. aight - clothes 
and be earried out by Cossacks, and 
vou will see the British public will 
take the question up.”  (Laughter.) 
Hon. Members appear to think there 
is some joke in that, but I think that 
it is a very serious thing indeed, and 
I bring it forward to show that the 
Foreign Office and the Government are 
not taking those steps for the protection 
of British property which the owners 
have a right to expect. I was again 
asked my advice. I said, “Put a fence 
around your property” but the others 
said, ‘The Russians will pull it down.” 
I said, “ Let them pull it down 40 times ; 
then you will have something to go on.” 
I believe my advice was sound, and I 
hope my right hon. friend will tell 

what happened to Mr. Pugh’s property 
and the other properties. [ should like 
to say a few words about the railway 
question. Everyone recognises that rail- 
ways are the greatest civilising agencies 
any country can have. I should be de- 


lighted if other countries constructed 
railways in China, or anywhere else 
where we convey our trade, provided 


they did not put on a differential tariff. 
But let us remember this about Chinese 
railways. We talk about British railways 
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railways in China which have been built 
with British capital, but they are Chinese 
railways under Chinese administration, 
Chinese responsibility, and Chinese pro- 
tection. But the Russian railways are 
altogether different. They are put down 
avowedly for strategical purposes, and 
they are under Russian supervision, 
dussian administration, and Russian pro- 
tection. That is a very different thing 
from the so-called British — railways, 
and if we have trouble 
Russia, it will be greatly to our 
disadvantage to have the railways 
in the position I have described. With 
regard to Northern China we have not a 
single atom of counterpoise to Russian 
influence, which is increasing every day. 
As I have already pointed out, Russia has 
refused to put in any clause stating that 
she will not put on differential rates on 
her railways, and it is absolutely child’s 
play to imagine she will not when her 
position is strong enough. One word 
about the condition of China 


country that China is utterly and com- 
pletely rotten. I entirely deny that. I 
was most careful to go around everywhere. 
I saw all the big people in China except 
two. I visited six out of eight Viceroys, 
and I lost no opportunity of paying my 
respects to every big man I could. 
I found that the Chinese people are an 
honest and hardworking and_ thrifty 
people. There is not a more honest lot 
of traders in any country in the world 
than in China. I went to all the banks 
and I asked questions, and every single 
banker said that the Chinaman’s word 
was as good as his bond. It is the system 
that is corrupt, and it is the system that 
breeds corruption. Is there any man in 
this Committee who would govern 70, 
40, or 20 millions of people fora salary 
of £180 a year? The officials must be 
paid somehow, and the system plays on 
one of the worst passions of the human 
race. There are many _ excellent, 
splendidly patriotic, and honest men in 
China, but they are 
squeeze by the system. And yet many 
of the Mandarins and Viceroys are poor, 
though many more are very rich. But it 
is the fault of the system, and to say that 
the Chinese as a nation are corrupt is not 


right, especially when it is said by as | 


chivalrous a country as this generally is 
on questions of this character. 


{9 Junr 1899} 


with | 


itself, | 


There appears to be an opinion in this 


obliged to. 


As to the | that it was proposed. 
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|make a splendid army. Their acts of 
heroism are very creditable, and when 
they are paid and fed and clothed properly 
| they stick to their commanders, and are 
| absolutely fearless on the battlefield. If 
| the Chinese Army were taken over, as | 
suggest, it would be as fine an army as 
any in the world. The idea that it would 
be difficult to put China right is not 
accurate. It would be easier to put 
it right than Japan, and I will tell 
you why. In Japan you have vested 
interests, feudal interests, and a religion. 
In China you have nothing of the kind. 
In China there are no vested interests. A 
Viceroy or a general is only three years 
in a position, and no one knows who is 
to succeed him. Again, there are no 
feudal interests whatever, and as for 
religion, the Chinese worship their ances- 
tors, which is a religion that does not 
produce that fanaticism which other 
religions induce. Therefore, if we asked 
Russia and France to help us in recog- 
nising the Chinese Army exactly on the 
lines of the Maritime Customs, I believe 
it would be the salvation of China’s power. 
There is one serious point with regard to 
China, and that is that in pursuing the 
policy we are pursuing now we shall be 
absolutely certain to drive China and 
Japan into the arms of Russia ; and where 
shall we be then? That is the position 
we are certain to get into. The Chinese 
say to themselves, “ Here are two great 
Powers, one who is not afraid to fight if 
necessary, and another who is.” One of 
the Chinese Mandarins said to me: “ Your 
country is like an old man who has made 
all his money and wants to keep it, and 
is afraid of running any risk by which 
he may lose it. Is it not better for us 


|to throw ourselves into the arms of 
Russia, and trust her, rather than 
trust to you, our old friend, who 


are now trying to break us 
What do the Government at this 
moment trust to? So far as I can make 
out they are trusting to the Peace Con- 
ference. I have a great respect for the 
theoretical part of the Peace Conference, 
but for the practical result I have none. 
The essential thing for Russia at the 
present moment is peace. Russia knew 
our country would take any step and 
make every effort in the direction of 
peace, and knew that we would go to the 
| Peace Conference, and therefore it was 
Why will not our 


up?” 


question of troops, the Chinese would | people be practical, and instead of looking 
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at theoretical sentiments look at the 
practical position? What has Russia 
done within a few weeks before the Peace 
Conference ? 
has sent 22,000 troops through the Suez 
Canal to China, 22,000 more than she 
has brought back, and she has added 
9,000,000 tons to her fleet. Here is 
the point—are we to believe all 
the assurances that are given to 


us by a country which cannot even keep | 


the promises she makes to her own 
people ? What is the case of Finland ! 
The Finnish army is altogether 9,600, 
5,600 with the colours and 4,000 in the 
reserve, and Russia promised that it 
should not be increased. Now it is to be 
run up to 125,000 in order to replace the 
troops that have gone out to Manchuria, 
and those which are going. The Corona- 
tion oath of 1889 promised that the Army 
should be increased no further, and that 


no Finnish troops were ever to be brought | 


out of Finland. Now they are not only 


to serve in Russia, but Finland is to pay | 


the whole of the expense, in spite of 


promises made in the Coronation oath of | 


1889, Let us look at the facts ; we need 
not be rude, but let us look at the facts. 
What I think about the Government 
position is this. 
the problem is immense and very difficult, 
and I will work with all my heart and 
soul to keep the peace, but if we are 
going on as we are going on now we 
must drift into war, and when we do we 
shall find ourselves at a disadvantage. I 
think if we show true courage in this 
matter, and having stated our views are 
prepared to back them up, we 
shall have peace. I do not believe 
Russia can fight at this moment. 
; ‘ a ; 

That is my opinion. We do not want 
rashness, we want true courage, and if we 
attempt to tide over great difticulties, and 
do not attempt to solve them, we are 
certain to enlarge the difficulties. The 
Government can condemn my suggestions 
and my policy, but they cannot deny 
obvious facts with regard to Russia and 
our danger in China. We 
enough of this policy of drift, or what I 
may call a “pipe down” policy. We 
drifted into the Crimean war, the 
Egyptian war, and into the Soudan war. 
If the Government had only listened to 
the man in command then—I allude to 
General Gordon—we should have had 
none of the Soudan war, and none of 
the expenses which it has entailed. Let 


Lord Charles Beresford, 


{COMMONS} 


In the last two years she | 


I quite admit that | 


have had | 
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| us not drift into another Chinese war, let 
| us have a definite policy, and let us have 
' the policy put before the country itself 
with resolute courage. We need not be 
rude ; things can be done in a conciliatory 
manner ; but let us let other countries 
| know what we are going to do, and then 
‘let us do it. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I do not think 
there will be any difference of opinion 
among members of the Committee as to 
the character of the speech we have just 
heard from my noble friend. We always 
listen to my noble friend with the greatest 
possible interest in this House. He has 
spoken this evening with his usual wit, 
with a great deal of imagination, and with 
an intimate knowledge, from his own 
standpoint, of the subject on which he 
has addressed us. I must say, on behalf 
| of the Government, that I think we owe 
| him some gratitude in this respect, that, 
unlike some Members who attack the 
Government—and I think we must treat 
my noble friend’s speech as having been 
almost from first to last an attack, cer- 
tainly one of criticism and attack~-he 
endeavours to look at the question of 
China as a whole. He has a_ policy 
of his own, and is quite veady to take 
responsibility in regard to it. So far, we 
'are entirely in favour of the way in which 
my noble friend has treated the subject, 
and we are grateful to him for the valuable 
| statistical information he has compiled, 
| and we feel that in his visit to China he 
| did a great deal of good. First of all, he 
| very much impressed the official classes 
with his own personality, and, secondly, 
' he diffused around him, especially among 
| the merchants—- who, he told us, were very 
much in need of it—that cheerfulness and 
geniality which he always diffuses, 
whether he speaks in this House or 
outside. The cardinal point in my 
hon. friend’s speech was the one item 
of commerce. My noble friend told 
us more than once in the course of 
his speech that he was making a commer- 
| cial speech. I confess I thought that in 
many parts of his speech he was uncom- 
monly near leaving the department over 
which my right hon. friend the Piesident 
of the Board of Trade presides and 
calling in at the department of War. 
| My noble friend made a fighting speech, 
| full of strategy from beginning to end. 
He carried that out even in China, when 
he advised the man who was goinz to be 
evicted to put on his nightshirt and 
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become ill, 
what he has done to-night. 
in China with the undoubted countenance 
and confidence of the Chambers of Com- 
merce. He announced himself in every 
place that he visited as having come on 
a purely commercial mission. But the 
fighting spirit, the old Adam, is very 
strong in my noble friend. Before he 
had been in China four days he had 
begun upon the most crucial question he 
could attack. He arrived on October 16. 
He visited the Yamén on October 20, and, 
as he tells us in his admirably compiled 
work, four-fifths of his first conversation 
was entirely spent in advising the Yamén 
as to a complete reorganisation of their 
army. At their second meeting, ap- 
parently leaving all commercial questions 
on one side, they went into the question 
of reorganising the army, and the Yamén 
offered him 2,000 men to experiment upon, 
I notice that those 2,000 men were not 
those who were massed near the capital, 
but were in more or less distant provinces 
which they thought my noble friend was 
likely to go into after some period of 
time. By a natural sequence of thought 
he told them that the central Govern- 
ment was very weak, and might require 
to be supported. I have sometimes 
thought whether those conversations did 
not somewhat interfere with the com- 
mercial mission of my hon. friend. But 
in the East an army is not always con- 
sidered from the point of view of defence 
from invaders, but is looked upon more 
as an admirable instrument for carrying 
on an arbitrary government comfortably 
within. (Hear, hear.) 
his tour my noble friend gradually lost more 
and more of his commercial surroundings. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: No. 
*\In. BRODRICK : When he arrived in 


the Yang-tsze Valley—I am sure he will 
not deny this—he was received with 
almost royal honours. He travelled in a 
Chinese man-of-war; he was saluted by 
the forts and by the fleets ; the streets 
were kept clear for him by foot-soldiers ; 
cavalry were massed for his reception ; 
Viceroys received him bowing and with 
proper reverence for his exalted rank and 
the mission on which he had come. 
Through all this cireumstance and pomp 
my noble friend went forward with all the 
consciousness of commercial predominance. 
The idea of certain Orientals is that the | 
greater reception you give a man, the | 


{9 JUNE 1899} 


But he did in China exactly | more cordially you agree to his advice, 
He arrived | 


During the rest of | 
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the sooner he will be apt to remove his 
somewhat dangerous personality from 
their district to that of somebody else. 
He received magnificent — receptions. 
But [ am afraid that, when he tells the 
Government that they have indulged in 
big words ard have only got small results, 
I must retort on him that, although the 
reception of his advice was almost  un- 
limited, the results which have come from 
it have hitherto been almost wi/. And, 
although that does not in the least 
derogate from the position he has a right 
to take in this House, I think we must 
admit that in China my noble friend’s 
mission, so far as the advancing of our 
trade is concerned, did not go very far. 
But he came back with a series of pro- 
posals which he desires the Government 
should discuss seriously. He says that 
capital is insecure in China. He tells us 
that the central Government must be 
supported and the army reorganised, that , 
the open door must be kept open, and 
that these spheres of influence are of no 
use ; and, above all, that in all this there is 
a great loss of British prestige. Now, 
Sir, what does my noble friend propose 4 
I do not wish to oceupy the House at 
great length, but what he proposes is 
practically a complete change of the 
whole government of China. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: I 
beg your pardon. [ do not wish Great 
Britain to undertake the government of 
China, but the reorganisation of the 
military and police, so that there may he 
some security for our trade. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Yes, but in his 
speeches elsewhere and the work he has 
contributed to literature, what he has 
asked for is not the reorganisation of the 
army and police only, but a reorganisation 
of the fiscal system of China. If there is 
any doubt about it, | can quote from his 
hook. How are you to raise an army and 
carry on the police in all these districts 
which are not under control from Pekin ? 
How can you reorganise the whole fiscal 
system, provide roads, posts, and tele- 
graphs, unless you are going to take under 
your control the government of China 4 
There are three ways of doing it—either 
by standing behind China and regulating 
her present Government; adopting my 
noble friend’s plan, and joining other 
Powers in putting pressure on China ; or 
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taking the matter into our own hands. 
In his speech at Hong-kong the noble 
Lord said that in his view the future of 
China depended on an alliance between 
the United States, Germany, England, and 
Japan to preserve the integrity of China 
and the open door. Now he says France 
and Russia can join if they like. But he 
said Russia was not to be relied upon, and 
the policy of France was opposed to our 
own. 


Lorp CHARLES BERESFORD: So 
it is. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Nowas regards the 
government of China through the Ya- 
mén. He says nothing is easier. His 
speeches teem with cases which show the 
weakness and inertness of the present 
Government in China. He tells us that 
the greater part of the administration in 
China is carried out by the Viceroys with- 
out regard to the central Government. 
The noble Lord said that in the war with 
Japan the Chinese Army was made up to 
a large extent of men armed with obsolete 
weapons and men for whom weapons 
could not be found. How are we to deal 
with these abuses unless we interfere in 
almost every portion of Chinese local and 
imperial life? Take the question of 
likin. If youare to adopt fiscal reforms in 
China, you must deal not only with the 
Customs, but with the likin at present 
exacted in the inland districts. Thanks 
to the efforts of Sir Claude Macdonald in 
getting the transit pass system enforced, 
goods coming from outside are, by one 
payment, free from the extortion to which 
they might be subject in the inland 
waters of China. It actually pays a 
Chinaman better at this moment on the 
Yang-tsze or the West river to export his 
goods and pay the cost of export and im- 
port, and pay duty both on export and 
import, and then pay the transit pass 
duty (125 per cent.) rather than send them 


straight from one inland town to another 


paying the likin. ‘To change this system 
would be to make a complete change in 
the whole fiscal system of provincial 
administration in China. I do not say it 
ought not to be attempted, but for 
foreigners to attempt it, and not the 
Chinese Government, would probably be 
an impossible operation; and when the 
noble Lord spoke of the Government 
of China two or three times as easy, 


as compared with Japan, I think he | 


Mr. Brodrick. 


{COMMONS} 


- concert of Europe in Crete. 
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has not grasped the greatness of the 
problem with which he has to deal. 
What are the attempts you can make 
by means of other Powers? In the first 
place, what other Powers are you to in- 
vite? Hespoke of Germany, the United 
States, and Japan. What inducements can 
you offer to a country like Germany to 
come into such an arrangement? If you 
could obtain a concert of all the Powers 
interested in China you might do a great 
deal. We have had experience of the 
The House 
knows how long it has taken to obtain a 
general concert of the Powers in regard 
to the administration of Crete. Remem- 
ber that any attempt of any kind in China 
must be made, as the noble Lord has 
pointed out, by Powers whose views are 
absolutely divergent, some having an 
interest in the “open door,” others in 
obtaining a sovereignty over the spheres 
in which they have an interest. He does 
not believe in Russia and her policy, or 
France, but severely attacks them, and I 
think he is over-sanguine when he states 
the United States would join, since the 
only evidence we havefrom him hereis that 
while in the United States he received 
no encouragement to believe they would 
join. Germany is one of the Powers 
that might have a great interest in China, 
but she has a much greater interest in 
not joining. To ask a Continental Power 
to join in an alliance for special opera- 
tions in the East, from which her two 
nearest European neighbours are debarred 
by policy or some other reason, is in 
itself a most unwise operation. Surely 
the reply of Germany would be that 
her interest in Europe is a_ thousand 
times as great as any that she has in 
Asia, and she would not undertake any 
business in company with three Powers, 
two of whom, not being European 
Powers, are not able to influence to the 
same extent the course of European 
events. The noble Lord says he 
desires to see Great Britain use every 
effort to maintain the “open door.” 
But if he wants it kept open I very much 
doubt whether he has shown absolute 
wisdom in so constantly pointing out the 
advantages we shall gain and the dis- 
advantages other Powers must have by 
maintaining the open door. I think the 
policy of the open door, so long as we can 
make it good under the treaties, is one to 
which we must unflinchingly adhere. But, 
at the same time, if we want to obtain 











80. 


ass 
th 
of 
on 
Br 
He 
su 
He 
Ya 
fro 
alo 
on 
pra 
rec 
pre 
any 
pos 
in { 
wh. 
not 
Val 
inte 
the 
hav 
the: 
first 
tha 
to 
the 
tion 
fore 
Rus 
we 
to 
We 
the 
of tl 
to g 
Chir 
occu 
in ( 
spor 
to tl 
can 
how 
all 0 
in w 
State 
Yan; 
tung 
infin 
prep 
spon 
cally 
that, 
that 
My) 
treat 
have 
thin] 











= © _— 


cr © 











805 Supply 


assistance in that respect, I am not sure 
that the open manner in which he speaks 
of it is the way to obtain it. We have 
only a third alternative—that Great 
Britain should undertake the task alone. 
He does not suggest that, but it has been 
suggested over and over again in this 
House that our representations to the 
Yamén should be treated as demands 
from which we cannot recede—that we 
alone of all Powers should press requests 
on the Yamén, which requests should be 
practically orders. If any other Power 
receives any advantage against which we 
protest, we are diplomatically beaten, but 
anything we ask must be granted. What 
position does that put us in? It puts us 
in the position of claiming for ourselves 
what other Powers have, and for asking, 
not only concessions in the Yang-tsze 
Valley and basin—our special spheres of 
interest, but equal advantages throughout 
the rest of China. If we are todo that, we 
have to discover first how we are to retain 
these concessions when obtained. The 
first thing that would happen would be 
that an enormous force would be needed 
to occupy a railway being made against 
the will of a portion of the popula- 
tion. In Manchuria Russia supplies that 
force, because she has some 120,000 
Russians there. How is it to be supposed 
we could maintain the necessary force 
to protect concessions throughout China ? 
We must act in this respect through 
the Yamén, if at all, and with the assent 
of the Chinese people. For us to attempt 
to govern China against the wishes of the 
Chinese people and with the open or 
occult hostility of other Powers interested 
in China, would be to undertake a re- 
sponsibility which would be exhausting 
to the British Empire. It is asked, if we 
cannot control the Chinese Government, 
how can we secure that British interests 
all over Chinaare not lost. The position 
in which we stand in regard to that I will 
state frankly. We cannot make the 
Yang-tsze Valley a province like Shan- 
tung or Manchuria, first, because it is 
infinitely larger, and, secondly, we are not 
prepared to undertake the immense re- 
sponsibility of governing what is practi- 
cally a third of China. If we do not do 


that, how then, it is asked, can you secure 
that you are not elbowed out completely ¢ 
My noble friend has told us that all the 
treaties under which we hold concessions 
have been absolutely broken, but I do not 
Of. course the pre- | 


think he is correct. 
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| gation. 
| suffered loss from revolutionary move- 
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sence of a large Russian force in Man- 
|churia may cause him to say that if 
Russia closes the door we - shall 
not be able to reopen it, but up to 
|this moment the Treaty of Tien-tsin has 
| been observed, and no door has been shut. 
Our trade goes wherever it has gone 
before, and even to places where it 
formerly did not go; and though my 
noble friend treats Russian promises as 
waste paper, we are bound to accept the 
assurances of Russian statesmen. No 
door has been closed, and, as regards 
access to the treaty ports in China, we 
hold the Chinese Government to the 
Treaty of Tien-tsin. We are ready to 
continue to do everything we diplomati- 
‘cally can to induce the Chinese Govern- 
/ment to move forward for the benefit of 
the Chinese people. Upon this there will 
be no doubt in this country by those 
who have observed in the last eighteen 
months the immense amount of good that 
has been effected. New treaty ports have 
been opened, and we have promise of the 
inland waters being opened to steam navi- 
In all cases where we have 


ments we have been enabled to claim 
indemnity, and rioters have been punished, 
up to the last events in Hong-kong. It 
is therefore not to be assumed that diplo- 
matic action in China is exhausted. The 


| position as regards the Yang-tsze Valley 


is different. We have from the Chinese 


/Government a promise not to alienate 


any portion of the provinces of the Yang- 


| tsze to any foreign Power, and the Yang- 
tsze river is so far open that up to 


Nanking, 240 miles from the mouth, we 
are able to send, and are constantly 
sending, cruisers drawing up to 26 


feet of water. Up to Han-kau, 600 
miles from the mouth, we can and 


do send vessels drawing at 
water 18} feet and at low water 
10 feet. We have fourteen vessels 
of various types and four cruisers avail- 
able to proceed to Han-kau, a town that 
may in future become the Chicago of 
China. A thousand miles upward from 
the mouth of the river we can send gun- 
boats drawing 6ft. of water, and even 
beyond that distance there is open water 
if we succeed in passing through the 
gorges. Although we are not prepared to 


high 


| police the inland parts of China, -we are 
| prepared to patrol the Yang-tsze river in 
‘order to protect our trade, and ‘we are 


quite aware of the immense preponderance 
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of British shipping and trade on the | to how far we are diverging from the 


Yang-tsze. 
policy of the Government in the changes 
taking place in China that special protec- 
tion for our trade in this region is 
assured, and we believe that that trade, 
large as it is, can be largely developed. 
At present it is hampered by every kind of 
restriction, and our efforts are directed to 
the removal of these difficulties. Weare 
endeavouring to secure, and so far we 
have secured, that a full share of railway 
and mining concessions shall fall to 
British investors. Secondly, by means 
of transit passes we shall endeavour 
to provide that trade shall be free 
from undue taxation and exempted 
from likin. And thirdly, we are looking 
forward to the opening of inland waters 
besides the Yang-tsze and ports that are 


not now treaty ports to trade. In all 
these matters we must recognise the 


control of the Yamen, but that does not 
appear sufficient to properly protect our 
trade except in the large centres, and 
although we will not undertake to relieve 
the Yamén from the responsibility for 
the internal government of China, 
looking to the magnitude of the 
interests involved, we are not prepared 
to allow our trade to suffer. We 
propose, therefore, as regards the Yang- 
tsze Valley, to proceed as follows. We 
hold the Chinese Government to their 
undertaking not to alienate any of the 
provinces in the Yang-tsze basin to any 
other Power, and to permit the extension 
of the Burma railway into Yun-nan, 
which will connect us with Chunking, 
whenever British investors desire to make 
it—-that is to say, whenever we demand 
the extension the Chinese Government 
will fulfil their pledge. We regard the 
improvement of the gorges of the Yang- 
tsze as a question, under arrangement 
with the Chinese Government, for British 
engineers. Experiments are shortly to 
be tried. We have at present three gun- 
boats on the Yang-tsze river, besides such 
men-of-war as may be at Shanghai. We 
shall keep what force is considered neces- 
sary between I-chang and the mouth of 
the Yang-tsze, and we shall consider 
whether gunboats can be maintained 
above the gorge at Lchang. These 
measures will be purely precautionary, 
and it will be understood they are taken 
with the object of giving security to our 
merchants and traders. 


My noble friend Then we 


It is an essential part of the | open door policy to the policy of spheres 


of influence. I, however, put the ques- 
tion rather differently, and I deny, on 
behalf of the Government, that we have 
abandoned the one policy or adopted the 
other; but I do say that I think the 
events of the last eighteen months should 
have taught any man who had studied 
what is going on in China that 
the method of carrying on operations 
and negotiations with foreign Powers 
interested in China by a duel in which 
the Yamén is the centre, receiving shots 
from both sides, is not altogether a de- 
sirable one. I do not think fora moment 
that we can regard the Yamén as a 
quantité néqligeabie ; they are the Govern- 
ment of China in all matters concerning 
concessions to one Power or another, 
and it is necessary to go to them and take 
their authority : but | do think that 
the late recent Agreement with Russia, 
upon which my noble friend has been 
extremely severe, is not only a valuable 
Agreement but is in itself a happy augury 
for the future. My noble friend says 
Lord Salisbury had a diplomatic laugh 
at the Agreement, and said it had shrunk 
to modest dimensions, but knowing as I 
do how hard at work my noble friend 
has been since his return from China 
I am not surprised that he did 
not read the Blue Book with greater 
vare. A few pages beyond he may see 
that Count Muravieff undertook an ex 
tension which has been carried out, and 
the expanded Agreement is that neither 
Power will ask for concessions in the 
sphere of the other or oppose a concession 
asked for by its neighbour. That is an 
important change, for it goes to the 
bottom of our policy and desire to come 
to terms with our opponents as to what 
is fair and just on both sides. Nobody 
supposes we can get a monopoly of the 
trade all over China ; our object, like my 
noble friend’s, is to secure our fair share. 
3evond the Agreement which we have 
made with Russia, within the last few 
days English capitalists have, by Agree- 
ment with Germany, arranged for the 
construction of a railway to Chiukiang, 
which passes through the German sphere 
of influence and our own Germany con 
structing that part of the railway in het 
sphere, and British capital constructing 
the more southern porticn of the railway. 
have the Agreement of 


has raised a very important question as | 1896 with France in regard to the 


Mr Brodrick. 
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Provinces of Szu-chuan and Yun-nan. 
The object of that Agreement is to estab- 
lish that the two Powers have the same 
interest, and we have agreed that there 
shall be no monopoly of concession, and 
that no concession shall be given which 
will keep out the other Power from trade 
or other advantages. Well, if we are to 
proceed by agreement and not by fight- 
ing, then [ think we must put aside, to 
some extent, the policy of distrust. I do 
not deny that there has been distrust on 
both sides, and possibly legitimate dis- 
trust ; at all events, we think so on our 
side. But is it desirable that every con- 
cession which is given to another Power, 
however remote from us, should be 
quoted in this House and out of it as a 
distinct loss of prestige on our part ! 
That is the line which is taken up very 
often as regards these concessions, the 
results of which are often found to be 
absolutely different from the brief tele- 
graphed summary which first reaches us. 
| believe that there is not only distrust 
on both sides, but the very feeling which 
animates the more interested of our fellow- 
countrymen in regard to what other 
Powers get in China is felt in regard to 
vurselves by other Powers, not only in 
respect of China, but of places almost all 
over the world. I read the foreign papers 
pretty closely, and I can say this, that you 
will hardly ever fail, in the course of a 
few days’ reading, to find there the in- 
sinuation that, whether it is in Asia or 
Africa, wherever there is a scramble, we 
always manage to get the lion’s share, not 
only in quantity, but we also generally 
contrive to get the tit-bits in quality. I 
am not sure, looking to the past history 
of Great Britain, that there is not some 
truth in that contention, and that from 
having been on the spot much earlier than 
other Powers, and having pushed our 
trade when trade was not so popular as it 
is now, we have obtained great advan- 
tages. But the past on either side is 
beyond recall, and if we are to have a 
new departure we must make it by 
dealing with doubtful questions in an 
amicable spirit, and by endeavouring 
to arrive at the conclusion that a 
fair compromise is not a bad bargain. In 
reference to what has fallen from my 
noble friend with regard to the rail- 
way proposed by Russia to Pekin, I 
do not think, although it has been 
stated in the papers that the Russian 
Government demanded a railway to 
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Pekin, that there is any truth in it, and I 
doubt whether any such demand has ever 
been made. But the Russian Govern- 
ment havea right, under their Agreement, 
to run railway branch lines in a south- 
westerly direction, if they can get such con- 
cession from the Yamén. Questions have 
been put to me on various occasions 
recently as to the effect of the railway 
connecting the Manchurian railway with 
Pekin, and the view which Her Majesty’s 
Government would take of such an under- 
taking. I think I have made it sufti- 
ciently clear that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are inclined, as a general principle, 
to welcome any railways, by whomsvever 
established, or any operations on the in- 
land waters of China which tend to open 
up China to the general trade and the 
commercial enterprise of the world. — But 
the case of Pekin is undoubtedly different. 
Pekin is the seat of Government, and 
from Pekin edicts conveying utterances 
which are held to be semi-inspired are 
sent forth to nearly 400 millions of 
people. It would be certainly difficult 
for any of the Powers who are interested 
in China to acquiesce in the establishment 
in Pekin of a single great Power as a 
voice behind the Throne. Such a position 
would inevitably tend to the break up of 
China. It is obvious that if the edicts of 
Pekin were to be dictated by any one 
Power the tendency would be for the 
other Powers, who have spheres of 
influence, to turn those spheres of influ- 
ence into spheres of sovereignty. This 
would be a result especially distasteful to 
Great Britain, which does not desire to 
obtain further territorial acquisition or a 
continental frontier, but which, at the 
same time, as we all know, has great com- 
mercial interests which we have no inten- 
tion of surrendering. It is, therefore, in 
no spirit of jealousy, but simply in the 
general interest of China, that we must 
declare that we should be forced to advise 
the Chinese Government against any steps 
calculated to transfer the Government at 
Pekin to any other Power. Our position 
in this matter is very clear, because the 
issues are great. The proposal that 
has been offered to us this evening in my 
noble friend’s speech might, if carried out, 
place us in that position to which I have 
referred ; for if we were to control the army 
and the taxes we should not be far short of 
controlling the Government. But let me 
say one word before J sit down as to the 
difficulties which the Goverument have to 
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face in dealing with this question. There 
is in this country great impatience at the 
delay, and a feeling which has found an 
echo in this House that the resultsachieved 
in China are very imperfect. I neither won- 
der at the one view nor cavil at the other. 
I think we ought to remember that Wes- 
tern methods are very different from those 
to which the Chinese are accustomed. 
You are dealing with superstitions and 
with the natural waste of energy of an 
Oriental Government which has under- 
gone very little change in the course of 
many hundreds of years. You have 
mountains of prejudice to overcome and 
valleys of misgovernment to fill up, and 
in respect to this very policy which I 
have just sketched to the House it is one 
which ties our hands behind our backs. 
Consequently, there must be delays. In 
modern times there are two great 
Empires which have either broken up or 
are in the process of breaking up; 
the first has been dealt with by Europe, 
and the second has been dealt with by 
ourselves. In Turkey, for fifty years 
past, there has been held to be symptoms 
of inability on the part of Turkey to 
govern its provinces and to carry out 
the reforms which are demanded by 
Western civilisation. The Powers of 
Europe have addressed themselves to the 
task more than once or twice, and what 
has been the result? After 50 years some 
provinces have been detached from 
Turkey, but we can hardly say that the 
realms over which the Sultan bears sway 
are to-day administered in accordance 
with Western civilisation. We have our- 


selves experimented in a similar way with | 


the great Empire of India, which is cer- 
tainly not so extensive as China, has not 
so large a population, and is less homo- 
geneous ; but it is in some respects an 
easier task, because the complex nature 
of its population has made it more open 
to foreign invasion. In the course of 
some 140 years, however, we cannot see 
the end of our task in India, and there is 
still much to be desired there. There- 
fore I say, considering the great changes 
which have taken place in China not in 
50 or 100 years or in 50 or 100 months, 
but in a period of much nearer 50 or 100 
weeks since the first great change began 
when foreigners commenced to take 
any control of various spheres of in- 


fluence in China—I do not think that | 


what has beén done since that time is 
a question either for impatience or still 


Mr, Brodrick. 
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less for despair. On the contrary, I 
contend that the progress which has 
| been made during the last 18 months 
‘is one calculated to give us confi- 
'dence and hope. We have obtained 
| the rights to open up the country, and 
| we have also obtained from the Chinese 
| Government the power to carry out ex- 
| tensions of our trade, and I hope that we 
| shall not altogether waste our time and 
| energy in struggles between the Powers 
| who are carrying out this great work, but 
‘rather that we shall unite and work 
together not for the benefit of one country 
| but for the benefit of all countries con- 
| cerned. We have had very many other 
| questions brought forward to-night, one of 
| which has been a matter of severe com- 
| ment by the right hon. Baronet the Mem- 
| ber for the Forest of Dean. The right 
jhon. Gentleman says that the incident 
(of the slaughter of British soldiers at 
| Waima was one in which we conspieu- 
ously failed, and for which we deserved 
| the severest censure of the House of Com- 
‘mons. The right hon. Gentleman has 
continually applied to us such language in 
‘connection with Madagascar and also in 
| connection with the minor difficulties we 
; have had with the French Government. 
|I notice that from time to time he has 
entirely ignored the replies which have 
| been made to him on previous occasions, 
|In the case of Madagascar, which was 
| brought forward by him upon a previous 
| occasion, the late Under Secretary for 
| Foreign Affairs made him a very complete 
answer. Although I am not going 
to debate this question now, I[ 
may say that these difficulties have 
arisen out of arrangements which 
| Lord Granville was responsible for 
making, and therefore, if these incidents 
are to be made points of attack between 
one Government and another, I say 
that the Government to which the right 
hon. Gentleman owes allegiance must 
bear its full share of responsibility. The 
right hon. Gentleman renewed all these 
attacks the other day on an occasion when 
I must say that I think his speech was 
positively grotesque. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Montrose, 
speaking in the right hon. Gentleman’s 
constituency, made a speech full of the 
| highest anti-imperial sentiments, and com- 
| plained of the number of questions raised 
|in every part of the world, and urged 
the’ Government of Lord Salisbury not 
| to be carried away by the entrancing 
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vision of Imperialism. The right hon. | Mr. HEDDERWICK: Is it a year 
Gentleman the Member for the Forest of | ago? 

Dean got up directly afterwards, and, by | 

way of comment on his leader and | *Mr. BRODRICK: A _ great deal 
colleague, proceeded to say that Lord| has been done by verbal communi- 
Salisbury was not half Imperialist | cation and not by despatch, and I 
enough, and was constantly neglecting | cannot give the exact date. The other 
Imperial interests in all parts of the questions touched upon by the right 
world. The right hon. Gentleman also! hon. Gentleman I may perhaps be 
said that if we had a more vigorous excused from going into at this moment. 
Foreign Minister we should occupy a He suggested that if the local details are 
better position than we do now. As to under discussion in regard to Muscat, it 
the point of which the right hon. Gentle- is very curious that the foreign Office 
man complains, I do not want it to be should not have been able to produce the 
supposed for a moment that I speak with papers. The local details are under dis- 
any want of sympathy with regard to cussion, and have been under discussion, 
this unfortunate assault made by the as to what shall be done with regard to the 
French, in pure ignorance, I believe, of coal store which the French desire to have 
the circumstances. But at the same in Muscat. The right hon. Gentleman 
time, without in any way admitting knows that it is impossible to give the 
that they are not to blame, and_ papers until the negotiations have been 
without in the slightest degree detracting brought to an end. When they are 
from what occurred, I will say that cer- brought to an end we shall be able to 
tainly nobody is less to blame than Lord make a statement to the House. I am 
Salisbury forcompensation not havingbeen afraid that I have detained the Com- 
given. The right hon. Gentleman himself mittee for too long a period, but in doing so 
stated that one suggestion after another had | I have had to travel over the whole of our 
been made as to how the question should policy in China. I can only say this, that 
be treated—first, that we should deal with wearemostanxious to take Parliamentinto 
it as part of a general settlement, and, our confidence upon all questions relating 
secondly, that it should be dealt with to China. We know that it is a great 
alone. Her Majesty’s Government have, | strength to us to have the House of 
up to the last few days, been pressing Commons behind us in this matter, and I 
this matter upon the attention of the trust that the House of Commons will 
Government of France, and we have the appreciate the difficulties which we have 
strongest hope that it will be brought to to face, that they will not conceive it 
arbitration and duly settled. The fact possible at the same time to treat 
that officers serving their country in West amicably with foreign Powers and to 
Africa have been subjected to attacks of begrudge them anything which they may 
that character, and have been killed, will obtain which may be of a valuable nature ; 
hardly justify us in asking that their that they will not see in the concessions 
widows should be treated differently from made in the nature of compromise that 
those of other officers who have also been | lack of courage which my noble friend 
killed in action, because they were on suggests, but that they will credit us 
duty at the time. We must consider with resolutely pressing forward on a 
what is fair and just, and if we can obtain diplomatic course, but with sufficient 
from the French Government proper | support behind us, I think, from what 


‘satisfaction for this unfortunate occur-| has been achieved, to justify us in believ- 


rence—I mean pecuniary satisfaction— ing that in the future, by perseverance, 
we shall, of course, be only too glad to by persistence, by watchfulness, and 
give the relatives of those officers the above all, by patience, we shall be able 
compensation which they seek. to preserve British commercial interests 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs); 1" China. 
<i -< . 
Vill the right hon. Gentleman state the Sin E. GREY (Northumberland, Ber- 


d , 
these ti ay Se See wick): This debate, I am sure the Com- 


mittee will feel, has already been sufti- 

*Mr. BRODRICK: We are now in ciently interesting, and there are pro- 
communication with the French Govern-| bably other Members, with special know- 
ment on the subject... ledge on this important subject, who will 
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greatly add to its interest. I shall not | 
stand for very long between the Com-| 
_own house is to be preserved, it was rather 


mittee and those who wish to speak after 
me. Some things that the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite has said, I think, 
will make my task both a shorter and a 
pleasanter one than perhaps it would 
have been if he had been more reticent. 
I will first begin by expressing my obli- 
gation to the noble Lord the Member for 
York, both for his book and for his 
speech. Not that I agree with every- 
thing that he has written or has said, but 
he has brought into this question a brisk 
and keen interest which, I think, is 
thoroughly wholesome. In all these 
questions it is a great relief to have the 
drudgery of collecting statistics done by 
someone else, and the noble Lord has 
performed that drudgery and enabled 


us to have a most valuable book 
of reference at hand. I am _ glad 
to feel, too, that the right hon. | 


Gentleman opposite, in the very impor- 
tant statement which he made with regard 
to the Government’s view of what might 
be done in China, has made a_ great 
advance in definiteness upon anything we 
have heard before. It has been a much 
more definite and businesslike statement, 
and as far as it went it was, I think, 
entirely in the right direction. I under- 
stood the right hon. Gentleman to have 
reafiirmed again that a cardinal part of 
the policy of Her Majesty's Government 
is the independence of the Government at 
Pekin. I understood one part of his 
speech to be devoted to reaffirming that 
in set terms. Well, we are all agreed 
that that is very desirable ; but a condition 
of the independence of the Government 
at Pekin is that it should be able to keep 
order in its own country. If no other 
foreign country is to step in and exercise 
a predominant influence at Pekin, they 
must not have exeuses for interference. 
But hardly a month passes without our 
hearing that some demand is made at 
Pekin for compensation by some foreign 
Power because the Chinese Govern- 
ment has not kept its local officials 
‘and populace under control in diffe- 


rent. parts of that great country. 
It is essential, if the Government at 


Pekin is to remain independent and grow 
stronger, that, though it may be difficult 
for it to adopt Western methods, it is 
absolutely necessary that it should learn 
to approach more to Western methods 
than it has yet done. And I cannot help 


Sir E. Grey. 
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of the two parties to the agreement. 
' least one of the dangers of which we have 
/been most afraid is 

trouble between Russia and our own 
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feeling that if the policy of the independ- 
ence of the Chinese Government in its 
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unfortunate that the right hon. Gentle- 
man should have to spend so much time 
in showing with great force the difficulties 
which attached to the policy advocated 
by the noble Lord the Member for York. 
The noble Lord has put forward as a policy 
the strengthening of the Government at 
Pekin, and he has stated a method by 
which he thinks it might be attained, 
The right hon. Gentleman pvinted out 
with great force how difficult it would be 
to adopt these methods, and I fully 
recognise the great force there was in the 
criticism of the right hon. Gentleman as 
to some of the practical parts of the re- 


commendations of the noble Lord. 
I assume that, though we cannot 
undertake obligations and __ responsi- 


bilities beyond a certain point, we should 
at any rate be perfectly ready to lend our 
advice and even to lend personnel to the 
Chinese Government if they would only ask 
for it and say thatit was willing to makefair 
use of that advice and give a fair chance 
to such advisers as we lent. Apart from 
those points I differ entirely from the 
noble Lord with regard io the policy of 
having an agreement with Russia. | 
willingly recognise that in carrying out 
this agreement with Russia Her Majesty’s 
Government have our sympathy, that we 
give them full credit for the earnestness 
that they have shown to bring the negotia- 
tions to some satisfactory conclusion, and 
I will go further and say that they have 
our sympathy in the trouble which they 
have evidently had in coming to any con- 
clusion at all. The noble Lord the 
Member for York says this Agreement is 
not worth anything. I differ from that 
view entirely. He thinks it is not worth 
anything, because he thinks Russia will 
not keep that or any Agreement. Of 
course, if there is to be bad faith on 
the part of any Government with whom 
we are Closely concerned in Chinese 
affairs, there will be trouble. But 
the Agreement does remove one chance of 


trouble; it brings affairs to this point, 
| especially if it is followed up by extending 


the scope of the Agreement to other 


/matters—that if there is trouble, it is 


trouble entered upon deliberately by one 
At 


that of causing 
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country in the Far East, and as the two | regarded this opportunity which came to 


Powers were drifting in the same direc- 


tion, it would take very careful steering | 
' of reluctance, and of indecision which the 


to avoid their coming into collision, 
and apparently there was no com- 
munication going on between them, tio 
interchange of views as to what their 
respective courses were. The only way 
in which a collision in the Far East 
between Russia and ourselves can be 
avoided is by frank communication as to 
the course which each country believes it 
to be in its own interest to take. I 
believe that if frank communication takes 
place trouble will be avoided, because the 
interests of the two countries can be 
mutually reconciled. I therefore welcome 
this Agreement, not so much for what is 
contained within the four corners of it, 
but because it is the beginning of a 
policy of frank communication between 
the two countries, and because at last we 
are getting into the habit of discussing 
matters directly with each other instead 
of through the Government at Pekin, 
which must be an unsafe thing to do. 
But although the Government have my 
sympathy in the trouble that they have 
encountered, [ think it is partly their 
own fault that they have had so much 
trouble, because in order to get an agree- 
ment with Russia you have to overcome 
prejudices naturally created, at any rate 
ina large section of Russian politicians, 
by 50 years of previous policy. You 
have to overcome that prejudice in order 
to bring them to an agreement at all, and 
you have to convince them first of all of 
our good faith, and to convince them that 
it is to their own interest to have an agree- 
ment. When our ships were at Port 
Arthur, as the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean said to- 
night, and when the suggestion was first 
made that we should move our ships, we 
had the greatest opportunity that could 
possibly have been brought to us_ of 
persuading Russia, first of all, that we 
meant to deal fairly by her, and, next, 
that it was to her own interest to deal 
with us. That point, I know, has been 
made several times before, but it has 
never yet been answered. It has some- 
times been misrepresented, as if we had 
urged that Her Majesty’s Government 
should have kept the ships at Port 
Arthur, and should have told Russia that 
it was done in order to prevent her ever 
having an outlet to the sea. We never 
meant them to be used in that way. We 


‘ 


us at Port Arthur as a great lever for 
removing the dead weight of suspicion, 


Russians have shown towards us, and 
if you throw away a lever of that kind 
you find the task very much harder than 
it would otherwise have been and the 
results proportionately less. All through 
these negotiations there have been con- 
tinual delays, but I do not think they are 
to be entirely attributed to suspicion. 
Some of the delays were due to genuine 
geographical ignorance on the part of 
those who were actively engaged 
in the negotiations on both sides. 
But if the Russians were suspicious, that 
was not very unnatural; because, as | 
understand, their object was that they 
should have a free hand in Manchuria, 
free from the interference of other Powers 
with their aims there. At the very time 
when we were pressing for a settlement 
with them on the point, we were also pres- 
sing a claim for a railway to be made by 
British capital to go into their sphere of 
interest in Manchuria. I am not sur- 
prised that when they found us advancing 
these two apparently inconsistent aims at 
the same time they should think that 
we had some ulterior object in view. 
The whole history of the case enforces 
what was well said, that the negotiations 
should be direct, and that we should not 
have two Powers, one and the other, bom- 
barding Pekin, without entering into 
negotiations with each other ; that they 
should not each have two opposite 
policies in mind, and that the actions of 
the representatives of each should be con- 
sistent. If I were to make a criticism as 
to the lesson to be learned by the Russian 
Government from the negotiations, I 
should say that it was that it should be 
more careful that the action taken by its 
representative at Pekin should correspond 
to the action at St. Petersburg. The 
policy of not letting the right hand know 
what the left is doing may be justifiable 
in certain circumstances ; but it has been 
carried too far. But now that the British 
Government have shown their wish to dis- 
cuss the matter in St. Petersburg, both 
the Governments should be careful that 
the action of their agents at Pekin should 
correspond with theactionin St.Petersburg. 
I welcome that agreement both for its own 
sake and for what it promises in the future. 
As to our own special sphere of inte>~-t. 
the Yang-tsze region, we are all agreed 
2F 2 
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that we do not wish to have more terri- 
torial responsibility in China—the re- 
sponsibility of governing a vast extent of 
territory, and large masses of people. To 
my mind, one of the great dangers of 
spheres of interest is that they are so 


{COMMONS} 


liable to bring with them direct obliga- | 


tions of a grave character, and that is why 
I especially welcome the policy of the 
Government in regard to the Yang-tsze. 
To patrol that great means of communica- 
tion is within our power, without incur- 
ring any serious responsibility. It is likely 
to be more important and more effective, 
and to involve far less expense for the 
advancement of our rights in China, than 
the taking of Wei-hai-wei. I welcome 
these proposals of the Government, not 
merely because I believe they would be 
beneficial to British trade 
traders in the Yang-tsze region, but because 
the Government, in pursuing that line of 
policy, are giving one of the best guaran- 
tees they can give that they are not pur- 
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admitted by Lord Salisbury in_ his 
speeches, and I think that there is some 
colour for the suggestion that Lord 
Salisbury has sometimes given the impres- 
sion that we are exaggerating their 
importance. But, after all, railway con- 
cessions are important, for although the 
railways are not to be made at once, it is 
not likely to facilitate the making of the 
railways by urging that that is to be done 
by British capital alone. Then comes in 
the question of preferential rates. It 


‘appears from both the Blue Books that 
'we have not made any great progress in 


regard to its settlement. I think on all 


‘these questions in regard to China that, 
although the Government have demurred 


and British | 


to our criticism, we are entitled to 
say, considering everything that has 
happened hitherto, our criticism has 


/not been exaggerated ; but, on the con- 


suing a far more burdensome line of, 


policy. Indeed, the Government have 
never made any secret that they are 


anxious to avoid territorial responsibility | 


in China. But one thing occurs to my 
mind, and that is that we should not 
merely have a definition of the region of 
the Yang-tsze. If the Chinese have 
promised the non-alienation of that region, 
it is a concession that must not be made 
on paper only. If the Yang-tsze region is 
to remain the special happy hunting 
ground for British commerce, it is neces- 
sary that British capital should take 
advantage of the opportunities for 
investment offered by that region. What 
I have been a little afraid of is, that the 
(sovernment have been devoting an undue 
amount of energy to other demands ; that 
they are pressing for concessions in 
Kiang-Si—concessions in districts out of 
our reach, districts that are not approached 
by the river or waterway of the Yang- 
tsze, and where, if British capital were 
invested, and there were disturbances, we 
should find it difficult to obtain redress. 
Less effort should have been devoted to 
concessions further north, such as in the 
case of the Newchwang Railway, which 


trary, has been exceedingly restrained. 
After all, this is not merely a battle of 
concessions. There has been a great 
change of late in the balance of influence 
and power in the Far East, and I have 
from time to time wondered how far the 
proposal which the right hon. Gentleman 
put before us to-night would have been 
accepted as satisfactory if we had been 
sitting on that side of the House, and the 
right hon. Gentleman had been sitting on 
the Opposition side of the House. I 
admit that many of the right hon. and 
hon. Gentlemen opposite were restrained 
in their criticism when the Liberal 
Government was in office; but I am 
afraid, Sir, that the state of incandescence 
to which some hon. Members on the other 
side would have been heated had we 
made an agreement of this kind with 
Russia, handing over Manchuria as their 
sphere of interest, would have been such 
that it would have been very difficult for 
their own leaders to appease them, even 
if they had made every effort in their 
power todo so. But we do not wish to 
make any criticism which would —_ 


'this China question into an active an 


caused a great deal of diplomatic incon- | 


venience, and which certainly cannot lead 
to any very great development of com- 
merce, except in that sphere of influence 
in the north in which Russia is to have a 
free hand. The importance of the rail- 
way concessions has not always been 


Sir BE. Grey. 


prominent position in party politics. Only 
we have felt that the importance of the 
question made it necessary that the policy 
of the Government should be characterised, 
as the noble Lord the Member for York 
said, by clearness of thought and decisive 
action. And our uneasiness of late has 
been due to the fact that where the action 
of the Government has been decisive it 
has not been the result of clearness of 
thought. At the very moment when 
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they were themselves anxious to 
enter on a policy of giving Russia 
a free hand in railway making, 


they took decisive action in regard to the 
Newchwang Railway; but we do not 
consider that that was the result of any 
carefully thought out policy. Again, if 
they were anxious to make arrangements 
with Russia for an understanding, it was 
late in the day when they tried to obtain 
that understanding, and only after they 
had lost the best opportunity for doing so. 
The policy of the Government a year ago 
was to maintain not only the indepen- 
dence of China, but its integrity as well ; 
and yet, since then, very serious inroads 
have been made on the integrity of China. 
The very basis of this Agreement is 
an inroad on the integrity of China. 
Then there is the policy of the open door. 
That formerly included the right to press 
for concessions, but of late a certain 
amount of limitation has been put on it, 
and we have had to modify the right to 
press for such concessions in every part of 
the Chinese Empire. I confess [ am not 
so hopeless as the noble Lord the Mem- 
ber for York in regard to the policy of 
the open door. I regret the noble Lord 
should have assumed that it is to the 
interest of Russia and France to have pre- 
ferential tariffs in their spheres of in- 
fluence. On the contrary, I do not 
believe that the experience of the French 
colonies shows that it is for their interest 
to have these high tariffs. Their ex- 
perience has been that these high tariffs 
make any possession they obtain an ex- 
pense to their own country. Although I do 
not see that it is possible to have anything 
like an alliance between the Powers 
interested in the Far East, there may come 
to be such a preponderance of opinion 
among them in favour of maintaining the 
open door in regard to tariffs as would 
lead to diplomatic pressure being brought 
to bear at Pekin to have portions of the 
Treaty of Tien-tsin applied in all parts of 
China. I consider the acquisition of 
Wei-hai-wei the most expensive part of 
the policy of the Government. Its acqui- 
sition was defended by Lord Salisbury 
not merely on naval grounds, but also, 
and even still more, on the ground that it 
would give moral courage to the Central 
Government at Pekin. I am still of 
Opinion that the selection of Wei-hai-wei 
as a secondary naval base was wise, but I 
differ absolutely from the Government on 
the point that it would give moral 
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courage to the Central Government. in 
Pekin. It has hecome perfectly apparent 
that it has not given that moral courage, 
and that it cannot do so, because it can 
never be regarded asa counterpoise to the 
consolidation of Russian power north of 
Pekin—a consolidation to which the new 
Agreement has given additional weight. 
Wei-hai-wei is occupied, and money is 
to be spent upon it, but it can never be a 
counterpoise to Russian influence in Pekin. 
All that the right hon. Gentleman has 
told us as to the plans of the Government 
about the patrolling the Yang-tsze River 
goes to prove that Wei-hai-wei is not 
the most satisfactory position which 
could have been chosen for practical pur- 
poses in respect to what is our great 
interest—the protection of British com- 
merce in China. Well, we have had 
this anxiety with regard to what the 
Government has done, and we do not 
think that the best has been done ; 
we think that some valuable oppor- 
tunities have been lost in the course of 
past events ; but [ do welcome this Agree- 
ment with Russia for the sake of the rela- 
tions between the two countries. I 
welcome what the right hon, Gentleman 
has told us to-night, as far as it goes, as 
a businesslike proposal, and} one which is 
a considerable advanc2 on, and more 
encouraging than, anything which has 
hitherto been heard of. In regard to the 
question of Madagascar, I think the right 
hon. Gentleman has gone too far in saying 
that Lord Salisbury’s predecessors were 
responsible for what has taken place there. 
Right hon. and hon. Gentlemen are very 
apt to assume that the responsibility does 
lie on Lord Salisbury’s predecessors for 
the present position of affairs in Mada- 


gascar. The recognition of the Pro- 
tectorate took place in 1890. The right 
hon. Gentleman stated accurately that 


the notification of the Protectorate took 
place before 1890; but the recognition of 
the Protectorate had not taken place, and 
no action was taken in regard to it before 
1890. The right hon. Gentleman is not 
entitled to assume that, because no pro- 
test had been made, Lord Salisbury was 
bound to make the bargain he did. My 
position is not that Lord Salisbury was 
wrong in recognising the Protectorate, but 
that the responsibility for the merits of 
the bargain in recognising the Pro- 
tectorate is one that rests upon him and 
him alone, and that, with regard to what 
has happened since, the hands of sueceed- 
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ing Governments have been tied by the 
actual terms of the bargain Lord Salisbury 
made in 1890. <A great deal of what the 
right hon. Gentleman said with reference 
to Waima appealed to me very strongly. 
It is undoubtedly a very hard case, and 
I would only say that, as far as we are 
concerned on this side of the House, the 
Government would have our sympathy 
and support in extending to it the most 
liberal treatment in their power. 
there have been great difficulties with 
regard to the case. I would like to raise 
again a point on this question which was 
referred to by the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean, in con- 
nection with the payment of £10,000 at 
the request of the French Government 
for losses sustained by French mission- 
aries in Uganda. The right hon. Baronet 
criticised very strongly our action in 
making that payment without having 
got compensation for what had taken 
place in Waima. It fell to me to defend 
the payment of that £10,000, and I 
submit that when Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment undertook to pay the £10,000 to 
the French missionaries, instead of in- 
sisting upon the British East Africa 


Company paying it, they did so because | 


they were dealing with the question, not 
on what they believed to be the strict 
and narrow ground of legal right, but 
because they wished to approach it on 
generous grounds. When I had to defend 
the action of the Government in this 
House, my defence was that there were 
two great countries, with very important 
questions and controversies between them, 
and it was not wise to haggle over smaller 
points ; that especially a case like this, 
where views differ, and it was a question 
of money payment, should be dealt with 
on broad and generous lines. I think the 
Government chose the better and more 
magnanimous part in paying the £10,000. 
I wish the French Government could have 
taken the same view; and I hope, now 
that so much has been settled between 
the two Governments, the French Govern- 
ment may be able to isolate from their 
minds the payment of £10,000 which we 
made on their demand, though we were 
of opinion, and are still of opinion, that 
if the circumstances of the case had been 
strictly argued out, it was an exceedingly 
generous payment to have made. I trust 
that the result of this debate will be to 
impress upon the French Government 
how very similar, in the spirit in which it 
Sir E. Grey. 
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I know | 
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| may be treated, the claim with regard to 
Waima is to the claim they made on be- 
half of their own Catholic missionaries in 


| Uganda. 
*Sir E. SASSOON (Hythe): I am 


‘moved to interpose in the debate 
by the reflection that any  con- 
/tribution, however slender, by the 


humblest member of the Committee who 
happens to have some knowledge of China 
may be acceptable. I listened with unre- 
mitting interest and attention to the state- 
ment of the Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs in regard to China, and it cer- 
tainly seems to me to be a great advance 
upon former statements of policy made 
by the Government. [ was especially 
glad when the right hon. Gentleman said 
that Her Majesty’s Government would 
strongly object to the removal of the 
capital from Pekin, and that they would 
hold the Chinese Government personally 
responsible for any alienation of territory 
in the Yang-tsze region. But I listened 
in vain for any statement as to whether 
my right hon. friend had in his mind any 
means of seeing that those engagements 
into which the Chinese Government have 
entered are to be fulfilled. ‘Take the 
case of the Pekin and Hankow railway. 
While Her Majesty’s Government were 
receiving assurances of non-alienation 
from the Chinese Government — the 
present concessionaires of the railway 
cut in and obtain a contract for its con 
struction in the very heart of our sphere 
of influence, and inferentially obtain 
exclusive rights over the whole of the land 
across which the railway would have to 
run. In regard to the revolt which took 
place in the Palace in Pekin, | deplore 
the countenance which was given 
by the famous tea party to the usurp- 
ation by the Dowager Empress _ of 
the Throne of the Emperor of China. 
If the information in our possession 
as to what was brewing fell short 
of enabling us to exercise some timely 
influence on behalf of the young Emperor, 
I submit that we ought certainly to have 
refrained from giving any colourable 
sanction to a regime which did not 
bode any good to China or to our own 
interests. I firmly believe that our 
Minister would have immensely increased 
his prestige and position if, cutting him- 
self adrift from his colleagues in the 
| Diplomatic body, he had abstained from 
_acknowledging the machinations of an 
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oligarchy mainly composed of corrupt | 
and besotted reactionaries. Ido not wish | 
to minimise the signal services rendered | 
by Sir Claude Macdonald when confronted 
by extreme difficulties. These difficul- 
ties he has surmounted by the exercise of 
undoubted skill, and tact, and resource. [| 
believe, indeed, that Sir Claude Macdonald | 
has done more for the interest of Great | 
Britain in China than any other of our | 
representatives. His opportune inter- 
cession in favour of Kung-Yi, the chief of | 
the reform party in China, was the means | 
of saving the life of that able man, a 
course that must redound to the credit 
and character of the British Envoy. The 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean and the noble Lord the 
Member for York rather fell foul of 
Russia in the course of their speeches. 
They seemed to consider ill of its 
scope and probable effects. I frankly 
confess that a case might be made 
out for those who condemned Russia. 
[also admit that some economic or 
geographical causes in Russia, or, better 
still, the boundless ambition of many 
men in that country, might account 
for what has taken place. The ink 
was not dry on the compact between 
(reat Britain and Russia in regard to 
China when proposals were made in Pekin 
which were in direct contradiction to the 
spirit of that Agreement. I say “ spirit,” 
because while we have engaged not to 
interrupt her schemes north of the 
(reat Wall, for some occult reason or 


other a similar concession has not 
been made to us south of that Wall. 
I am inclined to ask the Under 


Secretary for Foreign Affairs how 
it is that that arises, and that the 
definition of the Yang-tsze region has 
been whittled down so much. What is 
the meaning which Her Majesty’s 
Government attach to the word “ basin ”? 
Does it embrace all the territory watered 


- by the Yang-tsze river itself, and its 


tributaries? My noble friend the Mem- 
ber for York has been good enough, in a 
speech characteristic of eloquence, to treat 
the Committee to the impressions he 
gathered during his distinguished com- 
mercial travels. He also presented us 
with an almost cut and _ dried 
scheme by which he expects to 
bring about the regeneration of China. 
It seems to me that the keystone | 
of the edifice suggested by my noble | 
friend is that we should enlist and mobi- | 
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iby the Russian 
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lise a solid phalanx of Chinese troops in 
order to prevent, I suppose, Russia or any 
other Power taking liberties with our 


rights in the Chinese Empire, or assail- 


ing India. I do not pretend to be 
able to say whether the latter con- 
tingency is chimerical, but I do say that 
with our present responsibilities in Egypt 
and elsewhere, my noble friend, with all 
his dash, will find it difficult to persuade 
the people of this country to undertake 
still further extensions and responsibilities 
in the manner he suggests. I hope that 
we are not destined yet awhile to witness 
a recrudescence of the state of feeling which 
Lord Salisbury 25 years ago described 
very aptly by the word ‘ Mervousness.” 
I should like to ask how the districts 
bordering on the Yang-tsze Valley stand. 
I take it that Russia, by means of the 
railway to Pekin, will be able to join with 
the French railway coming from the 
south-west of China, and running direct 
through the territory in which we are 
interested. ‘The hon. Baronet opposite 
has also pointed out that no provision has 
been made against preferential rates or 
preferential treatment such as is certain to 
occur later on. I now turn to the other 
side of the shield. I congratulate Her 
Majesty’s Government on the spirited 
effort they have made to secure—and 
very substantially to secure—British 
rights in other parts of China. 
The acquisition of Kowloon and 
Mirs bay has immensely strengthened 
our naval and military position. 
Then again—I am sorry I differ from the 
hon. Baronet opposite—I think that the 
establishment of a port of arms at Wei- 
hai-wei as a counterpoise to the activity 
of another Power is another feather in the 
cap of Her Majesty’s Government. The 
opening of another free port, and the 
vigorous stand made against thé unjusti- 
fiable pretence of another Power in 
Shanghai are also matters on which the 
Government are to be congratulated. But 
all these would be eclipsed by any failure 
to uphold the integrity of the Yang-tsze 
Valley in its fullest sense. Already, as 
my noble friend has pointed out, there 
has been very serious attempts made 
to confiscate British owned property 
and French consuls. 
At one port it was sought to 
confiscate property which was held and 
enjoyed ever since the port had been 
opened, and the right to which had never 
been questioned, but our Minister, with 
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very considerable promptitude, went to | British flag may continue to be regarded 
the scene of these attempted depredations. , 


Then, at Han-kau, which we are told is to 
be the Chicago of China, British mer- 
chants who had been established there 
for a whole generation have been inter- 
dicted from trading by Russia, and 
advised to move out of the settlement. 
Hon. Members who know anything of 
the fiscal system of Russia will not 


believe that British trade and enterprise | 


in the whole of the north of China, or 
wherever Russian power is 
dated, will come in for 

but the shortest of shrifts, or have 
anything meted out to it but that 
preferential treatment to which I have 
alluded, and the effect of which will be to 
intercept all those advantages which the 
Treaty of Tien-tsin was designed to 
confer. 
through that Treaty. 
instance. The stipulation that Port 
Russia and China is a distinct infraction 
of Article 52. That being the position, 
what is the remedy? The right hon. 
Baronet the member for the Forest -of 
Dean spoke rather disparagingly of the 
prospects of an alliance between the three 
great Powers. 
seems to think that it would not be to 


The right hon. Baronet | 


consoli- | 
anything | 


us the symbol of liberty, security, and 
unrestricted freedom of trade. 

*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (York W.R., 
Barnsley): It will not be necessary for 
me to occupy the time of the Committee 
by demonstrating that Her Majesty’s 
Government have failed to carry out 
their announced policy in the Far East of 
upholding intact British treaty rights. 
The “ open door” means, not only equal 
opportunities for general trade, but also 
equal opportunities to undertake com- 
mercial enterprises, whether the construc- 
tion of railways or the development of 
mines. When Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, unasked, conceded to Germany 
preferential rights in the great pro- 
vince of Shantung the open door was 


|doomed, and then it became clear to 


You could drive a coach and six | 
I may mention one | 


everyone but to Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment that by this action they had made it 


| inevitable that a similar concession must 
Arthur should he reserved for the use of | 


be granted to Russia in regard to Man- 
churia. I wish to refer to the recently 
concluded Anglo- Russian Agreement. 
Lord Salisbury, in his first publicannounce- 
ment of the conclusion of this Agreement, 
naturally minimised its importance, inas- 


much as, in a telegram accepting the pro- 


the interest of any of those Powers to | 


enter into an alliance,or that they would be 
debarred by constitutional prescriptions. 


posed Agreement in its general scope, on 


| February 22nd, he remarks that “Her 


Majesty's Government cannot but note 


‘the scanty dimensions to which it has 


Sut the alliance I would respectfully urge | 


the Government to enter into would 
be a defensive alliance. Those Powers 
have interests and rights in China, and if 
they are attacked they will be obliged to 
stand up for them. In my humble judg- 
ment a defensive alliance would have 
every prospect of duration. At any rate 
we cannot afford to ignore any considera- 
tion which would enable us to maintain 
our trade in the midst of all the rivalries 


present we appear, as far as China is con- 
cerned, to be in a state of suspended 
animation, or, perhaps more correctly, in 
a disembodied condition. Until the 
question of the Yang-tsze Valley is 
settled I would humbly urge the Govern- 
ment to stiffen their backs and to show 
the same leaven of grit and virility which 
they displayed with such conspicuous suc- 
cess in the North and on the West Coast of 
Africa, and even in China itself, when they 
made Count Muroavieff withdraw his pro- 
testagainst the Newchwang loan, sothat the 


Sir E. Sassoon, 


been reduced by these long negotiations.” 
It is perfectly true that all parties in the 
country have strongly expressed the 
opinion that an agreement between Her 
Majesty’s Government and the Russian 
Government in regard to China ought to 
be sought, and the announcement that 
such an agreement had been reached was 
hailed with satisfaction by the nation. 
When, however, the text of this Agree- 
ment was before us, we found that it was 


‘ ee apenas Ye so limited in its scope that our satisfac- 
which entangle the position in China. At | 





tion was greatly diminished. The object 
of this Agreement is stated to be “a 
sincere desire to avoid in China all cause 
of conflict where the interests of Great 
Britain and Russia meet, and to avert all 


| causes of complications between them.” 


I should like to examine the Agreement 
in order to see how far this most desir- 
able object has been secured. In the first 
place Great Britain engages not to seek 
for her own account, or on behalf of 
British subjects, or of others, any railway 
concessions north of the Great Wall of 


China, and not to obstruct, directly or in- 
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directly, applications supported by the | 


Russian Government for railway con- 
cessions in that region. 
place, it is stated in the additional Note, 
that the present special Agreement is 
naturally not to interfere in any way with 
the right of the Russian Government to 
support, if it thinks fit, applications of 
Russian subjects or establishments for 
concessions for railways which, starting 
from the main Manchurian line, in a south- 
westerly direction, will traverse the 
region in which the Chinese line, termi- 
nating at Sin-ming-ting and Newchwang, 
is to be constructed. In 
stipulation No. 1, I would draw the 
attention of Her Majesty’s Government 
to the fact that in the earlier communica- 


tions from the Russian Government lead- | 


ing up to the Agreement, all that Russia 


asked for was that England should under- | 
take the same engagement in regard to | 


Manchuria which Russia was prepared to 
give in regard to the Yang-tsze basin. I 
would ask why, in the Agreement con- 
cluded, the Russian sphere of concessions 
is defined as north of the Great Wall of 
China instead of simply as Manchuria, and 
whether this indicates that the Russian 


sphere is not to be regarded as limited to | 


Manchuria. I would point out that, 
though we consider Corea as practically 
being an independent kingdom, the vague- 
ness of the Agreement would appear to 


make it possible for Russia to contend in | 


the future that geographically some por- 
tion, at any rate, of Corea is north of the 
Great Wall of China; and England 
has debarred herself in that area 
from undertaking commercial enterprises 


or supporting, directly or indirectly, the | 


just claim of her natural allies the Japa- 
nese to preferential rights and privileges. 
This is an interpretation calculated to 
jeopardise the friendly relations and the 
co-operation of England and Japan in the 
Far East. Another serious.defect in the 
Agreement is the absence of any exact 
detinition of the limits, regarded as those 
of the Yang-tsze basin, which the Rus- 
sian Government repeatedly - stated it 


would be necessary to know before con- | 


cluding the arrangement. In reply toa 
question which I put to the Under 


Secretary, the right hon. Gentleman said | 
the Yang-tsze Basin comprised the pro- | 


vinces adjoining the Yang-tsze River and 
the provinces of Ho-nan and Che Kiang. 
To a second question as to whether 
Her Majesty’s Government 


19 JUNE 1899} 


In the second | 


reference to | 
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state exactly or approximately the point 
at which the Pekin-Hankau Railway 
| would enter the basin of the Yang-tsze 
River I received the reply, “At the 
| watershed of the Yang-tsze River.” 
These two answers are clearly incon- 
abot as it cannot for a moment be 
imagined that the boundary of the pro- 
vinces to the north of the Yang-tsze River 
is identical with the line of the water- 
ished of the river. What I therefore 
desire to ask the right hon. Gentleman is, 
whether the definition of the geo- 
graphical limits of Manchuria and the 
Yang-tsze basin, as understood in the 
Anglo-Russian Agreement—which was to 
be fixed, on further examination, by a 
later Agreement—has yet been arrived at. 
Then with regard to the right of Russia 
to undertake the construction of railways 
starting from the main Manchurian line 
in a_ south-westerly direction. This 
stipulation cannot refer to railways north 
of the Great Wall, as in respect of that 
district the exclusive right of Russia to 
construct railways is clearly recognised in 
the first letter exchanged. The additional 
Note can, therefore, be only understood to 
apply toadistrict inChinasouth of theGreat 
Wall. And what I should like the Com- 
mittee specially to notice is the fact that 
in the Agreement with Russia there is no 
| understanding set forth calculated to avoid 
all cause of conflict where the interests 
of Great Britain and Russia meet in that 
‘enormous tract of territory in China 
stretching from the Great Wall south- 
wards to the northern boundary of the 
Yang-tsze Basin. I hope, therefore, that 
we shall have a definite statement from 
the right hon. Gentleman as to what the 
|arrangement really is in regard to this 
portion of the Chinese Empire. I would 
also ask the right hon. Gentleman how 
far in a south-westerly direction 
from the Manchurian’ Railway the 
right of Russia to construct railways is 
recognised. Already the Russo-Chinese 
| Bank has constructed a railway 100 miles 
in length from Pekin southwards 
to Pao-ting; and the extension of that 
railway southwards to Cheng-ting is now 
proceeding. Russia has, again, the right 
to construct a line 140 miles westward to 
Tai-yuan-fu, and, according to repeated 
reports last year, also from that point a 
‘further line, about 330 miles long, to 





| Si-ngan-fu, the capital of Shan-si, and a 
| point, I may observe, only 200 miles 
could | north of the Yang-tsze river. The Russo- 
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Chinese Bank deny having made this 
application, but the Russian Government 
have made no denial. Russia will 
certainly desire to link up the railway 
system to which I have just referred with 
her Manchurian railways, and this means 
that she will not only dominate North 
China, but be placed practically in military 
occupation of the country southwards to 


the boundary of the Yang-tsze Basin. The | 


importance of establishing herself at Si- 
ngan-fu is apparent, when we remember 
that it is situated on the immemorial trade 
route to Central Asia, and it is the city 
which the Chinese Government have con- 


templated making the capital of China, if | 


their position at Pekin becomes intoler- 
able. I would further ask whether, in 
recognising the right of Russia to build 
railways in a south-westerly direction 
from her main Manchurian line, Her 
Majesty’s Government did not obtain an 
assurance from Russia that the route of 
these lines should not be in such close 
proximity to the Pekin-Shanghai-Kwan 


Niu-chwang line as would enable them to | 


be in any sense competing lines for the 
traffic which would otherwise naturally 
come over the railway now being con- 


structed with British capital. Her 
Majesty's Government sent special | 
instructions last year to Sir Claude | 


Macdonald to insist upon the insertion of 
provisions in all railway concessions 
securing equal treatment for British 
trade and British nationals. But | observe 
the Anglo-Russian Agreement contains no 
such provisions. This is the more un- 
accountable, inasmuch as Lord Salisbury 
telegraphed to Sir Claude Macdonald, on 
the 10th of September last, that pre- 
ferential railway rates, or differential 
treatment, should of course he provided 
against in agreement with Russia in 
regard to railway concessions in Manchuria 
and the Yang-tsze region. I also find it 
stated in the Agreement that the two 
Governments have nowise in 
infringe in any way the sovereign rights 
of China or existing treaties. But I would 


point out to the Committee that, if ulti- | 


mately territory in China be annexed by 
Russia, it will no longer be a part of 
the Chinese Empire; and the rights 


which this country now enjoys under | 
the Chinese | 


treaties entered into with 
(sovernment would be absolutely abro- 


gated. I, therefore, ask the right hon. | 


Gentleman whether any agreement has 
been arrived at with the Russian 


Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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will secure to 
/each nation equal opportunities to 
|trade in the spheres in which the 
preferential right of either nation has 
been recognised, not only so long as they 
| remain integral parts of the Chinese Em- 
| pire, but even after partition has taken 
| place, should that come about. I think 
| the Committee ought also to have some 
explanation of the support given by the 
British Legation at Pekin in sending a 
communication to the Yamén explaining 
that Russia had made no demand, but only 
a friendly request that China should con- 
cede in principle the right to build a 
railway to Pekin when applied for by 
Russian subjects. And I would draw the 
right hon. Gentleman’s attention to the 
ridiculous position in which Her Majesty’s 
Government were subsequently placed 
when the Russian Minister notified the 
Tsung-li-Yamén that— 


{Government which 


“ Russia is unable to regard Chinese wishes 

in the matter, and will send engineers to survey 

| a line for connecting the Russian Manchurian 
Railway in the south-west to Pekin.” 


It seems to me that the China Corre- 
spondence (No. 2) just published, 
and the Notes exchanged between the 


_United Kingdom and’ Russia with 
regard to their respective railway 
interests in China, most unfortunately 


demonstrate that Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment are still pursuing a policy of drift 
and of so-called “ graceful concessions” 
which will result, in the long run, in 
‘serious injury to British commercial 
interests in Northern and Central China. 
A particularly humiliating diplomatic 
defeat is that sustained with regard to the 
conclusion of the Newchwang extension 
|loan contract. On the &th of August, 
1898, Lord Salisbury informed the Chinese 
Minister that Russia had no right what- 
ever to object to a mortgage loan being 
made by the Hong-kong and Shanghai 
Bank for the Newchwang Railway ; and he 
strongly advised China to pay no regard 
to the Russian Government's objection. 
And yet our Foreign Minister allowed 
himself to be driven to so completely 
|abandon that position that the loan was 
concluded without any mortgage on that 
portion of the line north of the Great 
Wall. Such surrenders must of necessity 
entirely destroy the prestige and influence 
of this country with the Chinese Govern- 
ment. Perhaps I may be allowed to draw 
attention to what I consider is not an un- 
|important matter in connection with the 
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negotiations which arose as to the New-. it cannot be said to impose any special disad- 
chwang Extension Loan. I find that, vantage on Great Britain. 
after the negotiations had been proceed- Having regard to the position thus 
ing for months, our representative in St. taken up by Lord Salisbury in re- 
Petersburg had to admit his utter igno- spect to the Yang-tsze Basin, the Com- 
rance of the true locality of Si-nming- mittee is surely entitled to have from 
ting ; and apparently no official map was the right hon. Gentleman the Under 
in his possession showing distinctly the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs a 
railway which was to be constructed by clear and definite statement as to whether 
the proposed Newchwang Extension Loan ; | Her Majesty’s Government claim any 
and it was only on reference to a map of preferential rights or interests in the 
Manchuria in Colquhoun’s “China in Yang-tsze Basin whatever, so that this 
Transformation” that our  represen- eountry may know exactly where we are. 
tative was enabled to ascertain the Ag to Germany, the German Ambassador 
precise situation of Si-nming-ting. It | declared to Lord Salisbury that Germany 
is only fair to point out that a similar had acquired “a special position ” in Shan- 
ignorance was displayed by the Russian tung, “ whereas Great Britain, not having 
officials. I only drew attention to this occupied any place in the Yang-tsze 
matter in order to venture the suggestion region, that ‘region is still unreservedly 
that it is high time our officials abroad open to German enterprise.” In reply to 
were provided with the most complete a question in the House, the right hon. 
maps, and the fullest information gener- Gentleman stated that no further com- 
ally, whenever they have to conduct munication had been addressed to the 
negotiations of so difficuit and delicate a German Government in regard to this 
nature. In the correspondence just pub- matter. Unless an agreement be entered 
lished between Her Majesty’s Govern- into, under which Germany will re- 
ment and the Russian Gevernment we ¢ognise the British nation as possessing 
have most startling evidence that Lord! similar preferential rights in the Yang- 
Salisbury, though he was a party to tsze Basin to those which we have con- 
giving, unasked, to Germany preferential ceded to Germany in Shantung, our 
rights and privileges in the province of jnterests cannot be regarded as by 
Shantung, did not seem at all anxious to any means fully protected. It is 
secure similar rights and privileges for most desirable that we should co-operate 
this country in the Yang-tsze Basin. In with Germany as far as possible in 
a letter to Sir Charles Scott on the the Far East; but it would, I submit, be 
27th of February last, with reference very foolish on our part to rely much on 
to the proposal to limit the Agree- the assistance and support of Germany in 
ment with Russia to simply imposing China. It is obvious that Germany will 
upon England and Russia the obligation | not risk any conflict with Russia in the 
of abstaining from opposing Russian and) Far East which would expose her to 
English railways in Manchuria and the | attack on two frontiers in Europe, where 
Yang-tsze Basin respectively, Lord Salis- | she is situated between, so to speak, the 
bury stated : hammer and the anvil, having Russia on 
“Her os rye Government, however, are her eastern and France on her western 
not disposed to take any objection to the pro- | frontier. I do not know whether there 
posal, now made by Count Muravietf, on 


account of its more limited application. Eng- - truth in the rumour that the 
land and Russia will still each be bound to | British Government are about to transfer 


abstain from opposing railway projects of the | Wei-hai-wei to Germany. I sincerely 
other in its own sphere of interest, but they trust this report is well founded. 

are not bound each to abstain from projecting 
railways of its own in the other’s sphere of 
interest.” 

I must confess that I read these words 
with amazement. The only meaning they | - 

. ate 5 3 * Tr NON - . ; os 
can bear is that Lord Salisbury had no . =. a tie _ — — to heat 
objection to leave Russia free to under-. We Serpe A ars sig, sso eee Sign 
take the construction of railways in the m8 all as “a 7" ao aot her R aed 
Yang-tsze Basin. It is true that he | Testore the balance of power after Russia 

had seized Port Arthur, and to give 


adds : . 
courage to the Chinese Government at 


“This latter method of opposition is not one | : e —— ~ 
that is likely in either dine to be adopted, but | Pekin. But of what earthly use, I ask, will 


*Mr. BRODRICK : No, Sir, there is no 
truth in the rumour. 
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Wei-hai-wei be to this country when 
Russia becomes practically in military 
occupation of North China, and probably 
of Pekin itself? 1 therefore earnestly 
hope that Her Majesty’s Government will 
lose no time in getting rid of the white 
elephant of Wei-hai-wei, that they will 
abstain from spending money over it, and 
that they will, instead, take possession of 
some other position at or near the mouth 
of the Yang-tsze where our interests are 


predominant. Then, with regard to 
British commercial interests in the 


densely populated regions of Southern 
China, I have more than once called the 
attention of the Committee to the definite 
Agreement between the Governments of 
France and England, of January, 1896, 
under which each nation undertook to use 
its good offices to secure each for the 
other equal rights, privileges, and advan- 
tages for the prosecution of trade in the 
provinces of Yunnan and Szechuan. 
This Agreement appears to have been 
entirely disregarded by the French 
Government without, so far as the 
Committee have as yet been informed, 
any protest whatever having been made 
by Her Majesty’s Government. A demand 
was certainly made upon the Chinese 
Government on the 25th of April, 1898, 
for an assurance, in writing, in regard to 
the provinces of Yunnan and Kwang-tung, 
similar to that given to France ; but, con- 
tinuing the policy of drift which has so dis- 
credited British prestige in China,the right 
hon. Gentleman had to inform the House 
the other day that the assurance in 
writing had not yet been received, and 
was no longer being insisted on. <A 
further important point, which may affect 
seriously British commercial interests in 
South China, is the position taken up by 
France with regard to the province of 
Kwang-si, in respect of which they have 
compelled the Chinese Government to 
enter into agreement as to non-aliena- 


tion, ceding, or leasing. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Under  Secre- 
tary for Foreign Affairs, in reply 


to a question | put to him, admitted 
that Her Majesty’s Government had not 
addressed a similar demand to the Chinese 
Government, on the ground that the pro- 
vince of Kwang-si did not affect British 
interests in the same way as the provinse 
of Yunnan and Kwang-tung. I would, | 
however, point out to the right hon. | 
Gentleman that the merchants of Hong- | 
kong take a view of the importance of | 


Mr. Walton. 


{OOMMONS} 
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our commercial interests in Kwang-si 
which is diametrically opposed to that of 
the right hon. Gentleman. They declared 
to the noble and gallant Lord the Member 
for York that Great Britain ought to 
indicate clearly that the immense amount 
of British trade interests in the provinces 
of Kwang-tung and Kwang-si are such as 
to make it impossible for her ever to allow, 
under any conditions, prohibitive tariffs 
similar to those put on in Madagascar and 
Indo-China. With regard to that most 
interesting and also able work “The 
Break-up of China,” by Lord Charles 
Beresford, perhaps [I may be _ per- 
mitted to say how much, in my opinion, 
the whole nation is indebted to the 
noble Lord for having undertaken, in 
our commercial interests, the visit whieh 
he has recently made to China. The 
First Lord of the Treasury seemed some- 
what amused that the noble Lord should 
have assumed the new role of a commercial 
emissary. For my _ part, however, | 
believe that, so far from having diminished 
the admiration with which he is regarded 
as a gallant and dashing naval officer, the 
noble Lord has increased his prestige, if 
possible, by the peaceful mission he under- 
took to promote the cemmerce of the 
country, and which has resulted in his 
giving to the world a mass of valuable 
commercial information, prepared in a 
manner so careful and lucid that it would 
do credit to any man entirely engaged 
in commercial affairs. In view of the 
opinion of the commercial men of 
Hong-kong, I ask whether Her Majesty's 
Government will not reconsider their 
decision to take no steps to uphold 
British commercial interests in the Pro- 
vince of Kwang-si. With regard to the 
great Province of Kwang-tung, the 
hinterland of Hong.kong, the position of 
affairs is exactly similar to that in refer- 
ence to Yunnan ; and the opinion I have 
quoted of the commercial men at Hong- 
kong in respect to the extreme import- 
ance of upholding British commercial 
interests in Kwang-si applies with still 
greater force to Kwang-tung. I hope 
that the right hon. Gentleman, who did 
not favour the Committee with any in- 
formation on this point when Chinese 
affairs were last under discussion, will 
now give the Committee some clear state- 
ment of what the Government policy is 
to be in regard to the upholding and 
safeguarding of British commercial inte- 
rests in Southern Chira. Surely in the 
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ettlement of our outstanding differences | 


with France some attempt has been 
made to come to an amicable and equit- 
able agreement under which we shall be 
able to co-operate alongside of France in 
the development of Southern China on 
equal terms and conditions. As affecting 
the support which Italy may be expected 
to give us, if she secures a footing ir 
China, I regret that Her Majesty’s 
Government should have jeopardised the 
friendly relations between this country 
and our old traditional ally Italy by 
having handed over to France, so far as 
they could do it, the hinterland of 
Tripoli, to which the Italians have un- 
doubtedly a superior claim. And I[ 
should like to know from the right hon. 
(rentleman what, if any, communication 
has passed between Her Majesty’s 
Government and the Italian Government 
in regard to this matter. I am glad to 
see that Lord Salisbury—-who mini- 
mised the value of railways in China, 
and expressed considerable doubt as 
to whether they would ever be 
constructed, and, if they were con- 
structed, whether they would not prove 
a most unfortunate speculation—has now 
been driven to regard the question of 
the laying down of railways in that 
country as one of supreme importance, 


for I noticed the other day that the | 


noble Lord said: ‘ The politics of China 
are the politics of railways.” This re- 


cognition by Lord Salisbury of the 
vital part that railways are going to 


play in the future of the Chinese Empire 
will, 1 trust, be followed by the 
adoption of a more energetic policy in 
securing that a fair proportion of them 
shall be constructed by British enterprise. 
It is well to bear in mind that, alone of all 
the nations seeking to acquire {rights and 
interests in China, Great Britain will 
permit other nations to trade in her 
special sphere on equal terms and condi- 
tions with herself. The knowledge, too, 
that there is not the remotest desire on 
the part of this country to interfere with 
the sovereign rights of China ought to | 
have had the effect of making our 


influence with the Chinese Govern- 
ment at Pekin absolutely _ predo- 
minant, had not our prestige and 


influence been utterly destroyed by the | 
diplomatic defeats that we have courted 
and suffered at the hands of other Powers. 
We were told in a formal and explicit 
manner last year, by Lord Salisbury, that | 


{9 JUNE 1899} 
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negotiations were proceeding for the 
reorganisation of the Chinese forces. It 
would be interesting to the Committee to 
know what has been the result of these 
negotiations. The question is When, if 
ever, does Her Majesty’s Government 
intend to take some clear and definite 
action to prevent our being slowly but 
surely elbowed out of China? The con- 
trast between the energy of the Russians, 
'French, and Germans, and their clear 
conception of what they want, with the 
supineness, irresolution, and total lack 
of a clear and _ consistent policy 
which has marked the dealings of our 
Government with a great crisis in 
the history of China, and of British 
interests in that country, is most 
humiliating. If ever we are to succeed 
in asserting the priority of British rights 
in the Yang-tsze Basin, there is not an 
hour to lose. In my opinion it is simply 
astounding, having regard to the fact that 
we were the pioneers In opening up trade 
with China, and that we have waged at 
least two warsat an enormous cost to main- 
tain our right to trade there, that yet our 
Government have neither the enterprise 
nor the courage to move a single finger to 
enter into effective occupation of the rich 
Yang-tsze Basin. The great Yang-tsze 
River ought to have been surveyed by 
Her Majesty’s Government right to its 
navigable limits, and a report not only 
presented, but the removal of obstruc- 
tions to navigation should have been pro- 
ceeded with long ago, in order that a 
flotilla of river gunboats might be 
placed upon that river to enable British 
trade to be carried on under proper 
protection, and also to assert our 
priority of claim to that region. 
[ am glad to learn from the speech of the 
Under Secretary that Her Majesty's 
Government contemplate putting some 
gunboats on the Yang-tsze ; and on this 
point I speak feelingly, because, as a 


| British subject, I shall look forward to 


having their protection when I make my 
intended expedition into Chung-King 
within the next six months. Iam bound 
to admit that the statement of policy 
made in the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman is a distinct step in advance, 
and so far as that is the case, though I 
speak from the Radical benches, I congra- 


tulate the right hon. Gentleman and the 


Government on having, even at the 
eleventh hour, become more alive to the 
serious dangers that face us in regard to 
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our commercial interests in the great | are all agreed that it should be settled Si 
neutral market of China. We cannot with the utmost despatch. at 
afford to be driven out of that market, en 
inhabited as it is by nearly a quarter of *Mr. MACDONA (Southwark, Rother- gr 
the world’s population. I see no reason hithe): I would not have intruded ott the ha 
why we should not seek in a friendly present occasion but for the fact of the aft 
fashion to work alongside with, and hon. Member for King’s Lynn about ag) 
to co-operate with, all other Powers inte- twelve months ago having enabled me, by th 
rested in opening up and developing that the tacit consent of this House, to pay a in¢ 
great Empire ; but at the same time it is visit to China whilst Parliament was dis 
our duty to maintain British rights, and sitting. I am glad I went there, because de 
to see that they are preserved to us in my visit has disabused my mind of many of bate 
the future on equal terms with all other the prejudices which I entertained as to the cea 
nations throughout the Chinese Empire. | country. One of those wrong impressions, the 
held in common with a great many other Cor 
*Mr. BILL (Staffs, Leek): I rise to people, was that the Chinese people had a wo 
urge the Government to consider favour- | great objection to railways. What ap- adi 
ably the claims of the families of the | peared to be an insurmountable objection apy 
officers killed at Waima. These officers to railway construction in China was, of ag 
lost their lives, not in what we may call the course, the worship which the Chinese to 
ordinary risks of their vocation, but in what | paid to their ancestors. The bodies of mir 
I have seen described as an unfortunate these ancestors are distributed all over the 
accident that never should have happened. | the country, and there is a great objection Chi 
They were shot down by the troops of a to interfering with them. But, after all, one 
friendly Power, whose susceptibilities we |a Chinaman is an astute commercial man, vas' 
have always been ready to consider. and now that he finds that he can geta posi 
These friendly troops were operating good price for his ancestor's body his intl 
many miles within the British sphere. It objection to railways has disappeared, for to 
is true that they were in pursuit of a foe at a fixed rate of five dollars each the pom 
common to both the English and the ancestor’s body has become a valuable Eng 
French, and it is equally correct that asset, and when it has been removed from be s 
neither expedition was aware of the the route of one railway it has had a happy that 
existence of the other; but the leader of knack of turning up on the route of Chit 
the French expedition, in his eagernessand another projected line ready for sale shal 
recklessness, had overlooked the bound- again. A new state of affairs has of late stre! 
aries and had penetrated at one time to a grown up in China to that which has ob- whic 
point 58 miles from French territory. No tained for centuries past, and now there is th 
doubt the responsibility for this slaughter are great possibilities of opening up that 0 
rests upon his shoulders, and it does magnificent country. We already possess heen 
seem to me inexplicable that the French something like 70 per cent. of the com- tops 
Government did not at once express its merce with that country, and if we are ratel 
regret for the occurrence and offer an in- not alive to our interests, if we are not selve 
demnity to the families of the slain officers. firm in our policy with that nation, | to t 
sut five and ahalf years have elapsed very much tear from what I have seen Lore 
and nothing has been done, and we do that our trade in the future will not be he \ 
not even know if the French Government as prosperous as it has been in the past. woul 
have given any reply to the formaldemand I was very glad indeed to hear the peas 
addressed to them last July by the Foreign Under Secretary of State for Foreign = 
Office. What would the French have Affairs tell us to-night that our sphere of AIK 
said had the position been reversed? If influence in the Yang-tsze Valley is to be Ting 
our troops had gone 50 miles beyond our | secured, and that British gunboats are to deter 
boundaries, and had slain three French protect our interests along its course; u Ww 
ofticers, the whole of France would have and that other nations will not be Instr 
rung with denunciations of this country. allowed to alienate that territory to chief 
I do appeal most strongly to the right the exclusion of our trade. Our object, belie 
hon. Gentleman and the Government andthe object of the Government, must by 1 
that they.will not let this matter be pro- be to encourage trade with China. cloth 
tracted any longer. There are many Whilst in China I received very great ome 
“ 


Members on both sides of the House who courtesy and kindness during my visit bh 
take an interest in the question, and we to Pekin from our Minister there, that t 


Mr. Fulton. 
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Sir Claude Macdonald, who has earnestly 
at heart the interests of this great 
empire. I should like to bear my un- 
grudging testimony to the hard work he 
has done, work which has so seriously 
affected his health, unfortunately. I quite 
agree with the remarks of the noble Lord 
the Member for York as to the marvellous 
industry, great perseverance, and energy 
displayed by the Chinese people in the 
development of their own trade. They 
work morning, noon, and night with un- 
ceasing toil and intelligent interest in 
their work, and certainly we ought to 
convert this industry on the part of this 
wonderful nation to our own commercial 
advantage. We have every facility for 
approaching them, for I have found that 
a great feeling of respect and attachment 
to this country permeates the Chinese 
mind. I came into contact with many of 
the Mandarins and other leading men in 
China during my visit there, and I found 
one of them—Chang-yen-Maw, a man of 
vast wealth, who holds a very exalted 
position, and who possesses a controlling 
influence in China at the present time— 
to be a man of wide sympathies and 
possessing a large-hearted tenderness for 
England and its people, whatever may 
be said of him to the contrary. I believe 
that if we only deal as openly with the 
Chinese as we do with other nations we 
shall largely increase our commercial 
strength in that country. Another point 
which has been brought out in this debate 
is the fact that Chinese can be made into 
magnificent soldiers and sailors. I have 
been to Wei-hai-wei, and have seen the 
tops of the vessels which were delibe- 
rately sunk by the Chinese them- 
selves rather than surrender them 
to the enemy, and did what the noble 
Lord the Member for York, when 
he was in command of the “ Condor” 
would have done had he been in the same 
position as the Chinese commander. — It 
is well known that the admiral in com- 
mand of the Chinese squadron, Admiral 
Ting, is a man of undaunted bravery, 
determined to fight to the very last, and 
it was only in consequence of direct 
instructions from Li Hung Chang, his 
chief on land, that he did not do so. I 
believe that the Chinese, properly drilled 
by English officers, properly fed and 
clothed, and capably led, will be found to 
make really good soldiers and sailors. In 
conclusion I can only express the hope 
that the Government will be firm in their 
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determination to secure our trade in the 


| Yang-tsze Valley and will run a British 


coast railway as far as they can from 
Shanghai to Hong-kong, securing the 
possession of British ports and British 
trade where they can be protected, if 
need be, by the British Navy. 


*Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.) : I think 
it is a great pity that the British Govern- 
ment and our Legation at Peking were 
not better informed of the events which 
were taking place in China. It is quite 
clear that the ordinary diplomatic staff 
of our Legation there can hardly have, 
during the short time that they are 
placed at this post, an opportunity of 
making themselves masters of the ins and 
outs of Chinese life. I am not prepared 
to propose a remedy, but probably some 
scheme for giving the Chinese Secretary 
higher rank and greater prestige, and 
giving him a greater number of Chinese 
retainers, would give the Legation an 
opportunity of obtaining that information 
the absence of which seems rather to have 
endangered our credit in allowing this coup 
“dat to take place, instead of supporting 
the reform party. I would say that the coup 
@etat having taken place it would be just 
as well to make friends with the de fuctu 
ruler of China. But I think the Govern- 
ment and our Legation have failed to take 
the best step. Nevertheless the invita- 
tion to break down and remove the 
barrier which has hitherto been main- 
tained by the Chinese Court against 
foreign ladies was one which they did 
not do amiss to accept. I agree with 
what has been said as to the Agreement 
effected by the exchange of Notes on the 
28th of April last, seeing that it creates a 
sort of no man’s land between the 
Yang-tsze basin on the south and the 
Russian sphere. With regard to that I 
think the Additional Note is specially 
unsatisfactory, as it seems to me to give 
Russia an invitation to pass through this 
no man’s land. The last clause runs thus : 

“ The present special Agreement is naturally 
not to interfere in any way with the right of 
the Russian Government to support, if it 
thinks fit, applications of Russian subjects or 
establishments for concessions for railways, 
which, starting from the main Manchurian 
line in a south-westerly direction, would 
traverse the region in which the Chinese line 
terminating at Si-nmin-ting and Newchwangis . 
to be constructed.” 

My right hon. friend the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs yesterday, 
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I venture to offer my humble 


of the last clause, said it did not, in the | expression of gratitude to Lord Salisbury 


opinion of Her Majesty’s Government, | 
cover the question of railway communi- | 
cations to Peking ; but if it does not do so 

I am unable to attach any meaning to it 

at all. I fully sympathise with what my | 
right hon. friend has said about the great | 
difficulty of coping with the immensity of 

work which has been put upon the 

Foreign Office by the situation in China, | 
as well as in other parts of the world. 

The Russians are in a very much more 

favourable position than England ; their 

territory lies on the frontier of their own | 
country, and Russians are on the frontier | 
as soldiers and settlers, and they are more 

easily in touch with their new territories. 

They are not troubled either with a 

Parliament, or having having to make 

extra-Parliamentary speeches, and there- 

fore they have a greater opportunity of | 
dealing with any difficulties that may | 
arise. It has been stated in this House 
by the First Lord of the Treasury, or by 
the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs in another place, that the staff at 
the Foreign Office has not grown in pro- 
portion to the increase of work ; and if I 
may say so, I, for one, if there were an 
increased estimate brought in, in order to 
permit an increase in the staff, should | 
heartily support it. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): The key- 
note given by the noble Lord in his 
speech is commerce, and in the few 
remarks that I make I wish to speek from 
that standpoint, because the commerce 
with China nearly concerns the county 
from which I come. Most of the China 
trade is transacted in some form or other 
on the Manchester Exchange, and Lan- 
cashire is extremely interested in the 
development of the China trade. Every- 
thing which concerns that trade concerns 
us in a direct manner, and I am not 
ashamed to own that we look upon this 
matter from the point of view of £ s. d. 
I do not rise to condemn the Govern- 


of this country. 


ment’s foreign policy, nor will I concur | 


in any such condemnation. I think the 
one passion which Lord Salisbury 
possesses—if so cold a soul can be said to 
have any at all—is a passion for peace, and 
those who come from Lancashire will be 
very backward in condemning a policy 
‘which has been guided throughout by the 
desire to establish the peace of the world 
and maintain good relations with other 


Mr. Moon. 


and the Government for their great desire 
to preserve peace. Looking at this ques- 
tion from a commercial point of view—] 
have no right to speak for Manchester— 
as one who attends the Manchester Ex- 
change, which is the centre of trade 
in Lancashire, I may have a better oppor- 
tunity than the First Lord of the 
Treasury, who represents that city, of 
judging and feeling the general mind of 
Lancashire upon this point. As to the 
points raised by the noble Lord the Member 
for York as to the two policies, the open 
door and the possession of territory, we 
in Lancashire are still in favour of the 


| policy of the open door, and I should like 


to point out to the Committee that the 
one policy is not equivalent to the other 
from the commercial point of view. 
Before the recent changes occurred we had 


| free trade throughout the Chinese Empire, 


and it is very valuable to us as a matter of 
trade, because we have been shut out 
from so many other places. My experi- 
ence as a member of the cotton trade is 
that we have been shut out from one 
place after another. Russia has shut us 
out, France has shut us out, and I deeply 
regret that the Government has allowed 
us to be shut out from the market of Tunis. 
This state of things cannot go on ; we are 
bound to protest, not only for our own 
sake, but for the sake of the people who 
contribute so large a sum to the welfare 
Therefore, I say, you 
cannot balance the two policies of the 
open door and the preserved districts. 
Look at it froma trade point of view—the 
result of the spheres of influence is that 
our trade will be restricted to a market 
of 170,000,000 of people, rather than the 
400,000,000 that inhabit China, with 
whom we should trade if we have the 
open door. This country cannot afford 
to be shut out from trading with half the 
large population of China. I have heard 
it said that the trade is not very large or 
important, but that is not the point which 
we have to consider. What we have to 
consider is not the present dimensions 
of the trade, but the prospect. We 
believe that in the future we shall do a 


| greater trade in proportion to the popu- 


lation than we have ever done in the past ; 
and it is not that we object to be shut 
out from the trade at this moment, but 
that we object to be shut out from the 
prospective trade. This point of view is 
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one which may be fairly brought before 
the Committee and the country, and we 
in Lancashire feel it so strongly that if it 
comes to a question whether we shall 
have to go to war to keep the “open 
door,” cruelly as we and allother persons 
would suffer by such a circumstance, I 
venture to tell the Under Secretary that 
if in the last necessity he is compelled 
to take that step we shall support 
him to the utmost of our power. I 
venture to make these few remarks 
because we feel very strongly in this 
matter. Weare proud of our politics, 
proud of our Empire, proud of responsi- 
bility ; but, above all, we are proud of our 
trade, and we shall object to the last to 
being shut out from any portion of our 
trading rights in the Chinese Empire. 


Supply 


*EARL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) : My 
principal object in intervening in this 
Debate to-night is to add a few words in 
support of what has fallen from the right 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean with regard to the claims of 
the relatives of those unfortunate officers 
who fell in the affair at Waima. I cannot 
say how deeply I regret the non POSSUINUS 
attitude which has been adopted by the 
Under Secretary, and I also regret that 
the claim put forward by the right hon. 
Baronet should have been given such a 
partisan character. I want at the outset 
to separate altogether what I may call 
the Imperial from the personal side of 
this question. The Imperial is no doubt 
an important—perhaps it is the most 
important—side of the question, but it is 
a side on which [ wish only briefly to 
address the Government. To — the 
ordinary onlooker the claim is s 
obvious and so legitimate that I regret 
that it should take our Government such 
a long time to receive satisfaction. 
Whatever may be the cause of the delay, 
I recognise fully that the Government has 
a right to say on this side of the 
subject that they, and they alone, are 
most competent judge s of the methods to 
be adopted in securing the object which 
they assure us they have in view. But 
when we leave the Imperial side of the 
question and come to the personal we 
are on totally different ground. Upon 
the personal side of the question I think 
every Member of this House is not only 
capable, but is almost bound, to form an 
independent opinion on the facts before 
us. I must say that, after full considera- 
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‘tion of the facts which have been put 
before me, I do think that the wives of 
these officers have been treated very un- 
handsomely and very ungenerously. As 
[ understand, only one of these ladies has 
received any compensation at all, and 
that a miserable pittance of £150, while 
both the other ladies have been told that 
they cannot have any compensation 
because they have other means of support. 
Now, Sir, the Government said that 


they were following the precedent 
usual in these matters, and that 
the case of these widows is parallel 


to that of the widows of officers who are 
killed in ordinary action in the perform- 
ance of their duties. If that be the case, 
then I cannot understand why the 
Government is pressing for compensation 
from the French Government at all. 
The very fact that the Government are 
pressing for compensation is an admission 
that you have a grievance, and if that be 
the case those who are the principal 
sufferers have a prior claim to any satis- 
faction obtained. ‘The more you em- 
phasise the view that this was a pure 
accident, and that the French and English 
officers did not know on what territory 
they were meeting, and the more strongly 
you emphasise the fact that the geographi- 
cal determination of Waima was at 
the time of the encounter uncertain, 
the more strongly you emphasise 
difference between the personal and 
Imperial aspect of the question. It 
seems to me that it is proved emphati- 
cally that if there is any claim for com- 
pensation at all it is the widows of those 
officers who ought to receive it. I do 
think there is ground for urging the 
Government as strongly as we can to 
take into serious consideration whether 
they cannot give to the relatives of the 
officers who were killed as liberal and as 
generous compensation as we should be 
expected to mete out as private em- 
ployerstothe relatives of those killed in our 
service. I want to make myself perfectly 
clear in the matter. Ido not press this 
claim as a matter of charity. The right 
hon. Gentleman, in answer to a question 
some time ago, stated that, although the 
claims were still under the consideration 
of the French Government, the English 
Government were prepared to take into 
consideration the question of urgency in 
any particular case. I do not ee 
this is a question of urgency at all ; 
is a question of moral justice. ; 
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think the Government are morally 
bound to provide compensation for 
these people on the grounds I 


have mentioned, and I feel sure that if 
they could see their way to come to this 
House and ask for an adequate grant they 
would soon find that the House of Com- 
mons was not disposed to offer any un- 
necessary objection, or to adopt an 
ungenerous attitude. Well, Sir, I should 
like, for one or two minutes, with the in- 
dulgence of the Committee, if I am not 
detaining them too long—{* No!”|—to 
add one or two words in reference to the 
question of China. That is not a question 
on which, up to the present time, I have 
ventured to trouble the Committee with 
my own views, and I confess I should feel 
somewhat diffident to be called upon to 
contribute any very valuable contribu- 
tion to Debates upon a subject which, 
up to the present moment, have done 
singularly little to elucidate the problem 
to be solved. The chiet criticism which 
has been hitherto directed against the 
policy of the Government is the criticism 
which was reiterated to-night by the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean, and which, | think, may 
be summed up in the words employed by 
the right hon, Gentleman the Member for 
Berwick-on-Tweed last year, when he said 
that we should find our policy landed us 
hetween two the policy of the 
open door on the one hand, and the policy 
of spheres of influence on the other. I 
cannot say that the criticism is of a very 
illuminating character. We all of us know 
that the Chinese Empire is at the present 
moment passing through a transition stage 
either of development or decay, and under 
these circumstances I think it is exceed- 
ingly difficult this evening to see how our 
policy can be more or less than a_ policy 
of transition. No one has suggested that 
the Government ought to go to war with 
other Powers in order to prevent the 
establishment of spheres of influence, and 
therefore the only practical problem 
that this House has now to solve is 
as to what steps to take in order to pre- 
vent those spheres of influence f 


stools 


trom 
becoming actual protectorates, or to pre- 
vent the open door being shut in our 
faces. Upon that point we have had no 
advice whatever from the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Berwick-on- 
Tweed, or from any of his supporters. 
At the most the suggestion is that we 
should come to some general agreement 


Earl Percy. 
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with reference to this question with 
Russia. To-night the right hon. Gentle- 
man expressed himself satisfied with that 
agreement. If that was the whole point 
of his complaint it was a very small one, 
and very easy to satisfy. Ido not myself 
attach the slightest importance to the 
Russian Agreement. I do not think it 
offers the slightest guarantee to us for 
any of the matters that we have at heart. 
If it had been possible to secure by a 
general agreement with Russia the objects 
which we are really aiming at, then 
everybody knows that that agreement 
would have been secured long ago. If the 
aims of Russia in China and our own aims 
in China are mutually inconsistent, then 
I do not see the least use of perpetually 
urging the Government into playing a 
game where one party shows all his cards 
while the other keeps the best trumps up 
his sleeve. We all know that our desire is 
toobtain ageneral recognition of oursphere 
of influence. We all know that the German 
Minister pointed out the other day that 
we have not the courage, and are not likely 
to have the courage, to take steps to 
effect the occupation of that sphere of 
influence. No definition whatever of our 
sphere of influence in the Yang-tsze Valley 
has heen included in the Russian Agree- 
ment. Therefore it seems to me that the 
points we now have to decide are, in the 
tirst place, what we intend to be the limit 
of our sphere of influence in the 
Yang-tsze Valley ; secondly, what. steps 
we intend to take in order to make our 
occupation of that sphere effective ; and, 
in the third place, what are the limits 
beyond which any intrusion on the part 
of a foreign Power will be regarded as an 
unfriendly act. If the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Berwick-on-Tweed_ or his 
colleagues had told us how far they were 
prepared to support Her Majesty's 
Government in undertaking additional 
obligations in China, I believe we should 
have advanced the subject a considerable 
length, because we should then have been 
in a position toconfront Russia in the ease 
of China as we confronted France in. the 


case of Egypt, with a united national 
front. Now, Sir, as I understand it—I 


hope Lam not detaining the Committee 
—|“ No!”]--only three possible or prae- 
ticable policies with regard to China have 
been adumbrated. There is, in the 
first place, the policy of Her Majesty's 
Government, of which I am a_ hearty 
supporter. That policy I conceive to be 
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the continuance of the distinction—which 
I do not think the right hon. Gentleman 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs laid sufficient stress upon, for | 
hold it to be a very important dis- 
tinction—between spheres of interest and 
spheres of influence. We are prepared 
to admit the principle that in its own 
sphere of interest each Power should be 
entitled to railway and = mining con- 
cessions ; but at the same time we maintain 
that all over China and in all these spheres 
the open door shall be kept for trade 
generally, and that no Power should be 
allowed to exercise pressure or coercion 
upon the central Government at Pekin. 
That policy has two advantages. In the 
first place it does not commit us to any 
immediate extension of our respon- 
sibilities; and in the second _ place, 


so long as China remains intact, we 
preserve the status quo. 3ut I think 


the Government themselves will be 
the first to admit that that policy is of an 
essentially temporary character. The 
time must inevitably come when the 
Chinese Empire will fall into decay ; and 
when Russia has concentrated all her forces 
along the northern frontier it will be idle 
to talk about the preservation of any 
sphere of influence. Then there is the 
policy of the noble Lord the Member for 
York, which seems to be nothing less than 
the assumption on the part of this country 
of the responsibility fora protectorate over 
the whole of China. The noble Lord 
Wishes us to reorganise the military and 
naval defences of the empire and the 
whole administration of finance, and 
to generally bolster up the entire fabrie— 
if possible, by international co-operation, 
and, failing that, by isolated intervention. 
He expressly points to the example of 
Egypt as an instance of isolated action on 
our part, in ease of the failure of inter- 
national co-operation. But he entirely 
ignores the fact that not only may Russia 
and the other Powers refuse to co-operate 
with us, but that they may offer the 
Most strenuous Opposition to any idea of 
isolated action. ‘Therefore the policy of 
the noble Lord entirely falls to the ground 

unless he is prepared to assume respon- 

sibility infinitely greater than that which 

would be entailed by our having to defend 

some particular sphere of our own. He 

has the greatest objection to the policy of 

spheres of interest which may ultimately 

develop into spheres of influence. He 

asks us triumphantly what is to become 
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of the rights of private concessionaires and 
bondholders in the event of the transfor- 
mation of those spheres into actual facts ? 
But he entirely forgets that those spheres 
are already a fuit accompli, and it is only 
by obtaining some definite sphere of our 
own, the transformation of which into a 
Protectorate would inflict an injury on 
foreign Powers, which they are not. pre- 
pared to face, that you can prevent such 
an eventuality. Then we have the theory 
of the hon. Member for Chester, which he 
has described as the policy of Egyptian- 
ising the Yang-tsze Kiang Valley ; but if 
there is one thing more than another 
which would have condemned that policy 
I think it is the phrase he has chosen. 
There is really no analogy whatever be- 
tween our position in Egypt and our 
position in China. Not only have we no 


control over the central government of 
China which we have over the central 
government of Egypt, but the geo- 
graphical conditions of the country 
render the same method of defence 
impossible. Therefore it seems to me 


that the policy of the hon. Member for 
Chester also falls to the ground, unless he 
is prepared to contemplate the establish- 
ment of at least a fairly defensible frontier 
to the north of the Yang-tsze Valley. 
Now, Sir, although I am a strong supporter 
of our policy, and although I believe it is 
the only practicable policy, it is neverthe- 
less one which may well be supplemented 
by steps which, if taken now, will prevent 
any misunderstanding and confusion in 
the future. By all means continue your 
amicable negotiations with Russia on the 
question of the continuation of the rail- 
way in China to Pekin. These are 
questions on which you may easily arrive 
at some modus vivendi. But at the same 
time I hope the Government will recognise 
that, although they cannot undo the harm 
which has been already done, at any rate 
they can prevent any misunderstand- 
ing of this kind occurring again, and 
ensure that whatever foreign railways 
have up to the present penetrated 
into our sphere of influence — shall 
henceforth be unique specimens of their 
kind, and that within that sphere hence- 
forward British enterprise alone shall 
have preferential rights. I do not pre- 
tend to have the advantage of any 
personal acquaintance with the internal 
geography of China, but I do not see 
why the Government should not say to 
any Power concerned that any intrusion 
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on their part into the country south of the 
Hoangho will be regarded by ourselves as 
an unfriendly act and resented accord- 
ingly. That policy ought to secure the 
co-operation and support of every Power 
which desires to avert the disintegration 
and disruption of China. I confess that, 
so far as 1 have studied foreign politics, 
there is one feature of our policy on 
which I feel inclined to lay the greatest 
stress, and that is the desirability of our 
securing a firm, cordial, and lasting under- 
standing with Germany. She is the only 
Power, both in the Near and the Far 
East, whose aims are at present, and must 
always be, practically identical with our 
own. We have been always talking, and 
talking again to-night, about the inevit- 
able disruption and decay of Empires like 
Turkey and China. Well, Sir, I do not 
think they are likely to disappear, at any 
rate before Europe has undergone very 
considerable alteration. But, at all 
events, the external fact of the present 
situation is that, while Russia’s object is 
almost openly to disintegrate and hasten 
the fall of the Chinese Empire, the policy 
of the other Empires is to prevent that 
action. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary asked us just now what 
possible object Germany could have in 
coming to a definite arrangement with us. 
If you could show Germany that your 
whole object is directed simply to the 
maintenance of the strengthening of the 
Chinese Empire, I you would 


Supply 


believe 
have her thorough support in any strong 
line of action that you chose to take in 
order to secure it. Lastly, there is the 
great advantage that you would come toa 
clear understanding both with the Govern- 
ments of Turkey and China, that your 
watchword is friendly, hearty, consistent 
support of them, coupled with insistence, 
not merely suggestion of reforms; and that 
you do not intend, whether they like it or 
not, to give them the satisfaction of com- 
mitting suicide. You may say that that 
is a policy which has been tried and met 
with disastrous failure. Sir, I do not 
think it is a policy which has been given 
a fair trial. I should like to see the 
Government make up their minds in 
Turkey, in Persia, and in China as to the 
precise points on which their Imperial 
interests are directly or indirectly 
touched, and, having done so, declare 
urbi et orbi to all whom it may concern 
that within the circle of those interests 
we intend to take any action which may 
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be necessary to safeguard them. Then, 
having made that declaration to Europe, 
you can go to China and say, “You 
may conduct your own government on 
any principles yon please, but if 
disturbanees arise either on the frontier 


or the Chinese Valley, or in_ the 
provinces which abut on the Yang- 


tsze river, then those disturbances which 
directly or indirectly menace our own 
interests will be stopped by us.” This is 
not a selfish policy. I am_ perfectly 
prepared to say that if you adopted that 
policy all round you would form those 
spheres of influence into agents for 
promoting the general welfare of the 
Empire. I believe that both in China and 
Turkey the one desire is to arrive at a 
cordial and friendly understanding with 
this country. The attitude of these 
countries at the present moment is 
this: 

“We know perfectly well that the objects of 
England are far more coincident with our own 
than those of any other European nation ; the 
only thing of which we are not sure is whether 
England attaches sufficient importance to those 
objects to justify us in incurring the enmity of 
other Powers.” 

It is therefore necessary that they should 
be placed in a position to deal with us 
directly, and that there 
correspondence between — the 
ments at Pekin and Constantinople 
on the hand and with — the 
Government in London on the other, 
In conclusion, I would only suggest that 
the policy I have indicated is no more 
than the policy to which we are already 
committed. You talk about assuming 
fresh responsibilities. To my mind you 
have already assumed _ responsibilities 
which cover the whole ground. At the 
present moment you are pledged to defend 
Turkey against any foreign combination, 
provided that she carries out reasonable 
reforms, and we are also pledged to defend 
China against any foreign combination, 
no matter what it may be, in all cases 
where any foreign nation puts pressure 
upon the Government at Pekin to refuse 
us concessions. What is the difference 
between that policy and the policy of 
saying, ‘ You shall do soand so because it 
is to your own interest, and we will 
defend you whatever comes of it”? The 
only ditference, to my mind, is that one is 
an open-handed and honest policy, and the 
other is adishonest policy, which lays you 
open to the charge of hypocrisy, There 
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take up, and I do not think the 
Government have any option in the 
matter. These spheres of influence 
have already been created, and unless 
you step in and create your own spheres 
of interest you will find the open door 
slammed in your face. My criticisms 
may not seem to be one essentially of 
support to the Government, but they 
are meant to be. It is for this reason, 
that the policy of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment has recognised the faect—which I 
believe to be the true one—that not only 
are spheres of interest and the open door 
not incompatible, but absolutely identical 
and correlative ; and the only reason I 
have risen to-night is to urge upon the 
Government the necessity of carrying out 
that policy to its legitimate conclusion. 
I hope the Government will make up its 
mind, apart from any agreement with 
other nations, to lay down the limits of 
those spheres of influence, and declare at 
once that within those spheres of 
influence they do not intend to allow of 
any interference whatever. 


*Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Black- 
friars): I think this Debate, like those 
which have preceded it both last year 
and this year, has shown clearly that our 
sole interests in China which we desire 
to maintain are commercial, and that we 
have no intention whatever — so far as we 
have heard the opinion of those who 
have spoken on this subject in every part 
of the House—-to promote any scheme of 
territorial aggrandisement. Even the 
noble Lord the Member for York 

to whom we are indebted for the 
largest and most complete book on China, 
so far as commercial questions are con- 
cerned—-places the question on a trading 
basis, and modestly calls himself a com 
mercial agent. I think this shows that at 
last commercial matters are obtaining 
more attention in this House than they 


formerly did, and for a country that has 


always been largely governed by country 
gentlemen thet is something to be 
thankful for. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, in his speech this evening, 
stated what had been done, and if he was 
more definite than formerly, it was 
merely because he had not to tell us of 
sO many assurances which he had _ re- 
quired to accept, and which had not been, 
or would not be, observed by those who 
made them. On the other hand, he spoke, 
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as he always does, apologetically with 
regard to the past, and he was mildly 
optimistic in regard to the future. He 
had many things to explain with regard 
to the Blue Book and the Chinese papers, 


and he spoke very hopefully of the 
future. But in regard to actual results 


he had very little to sav, because the 
gains were very few. The right hon. 
Gentleman said that we had received a 
full share of mining and railway 
concessions. [I may say, in _ this 
respect, so has Belgium, which is a 
little country with no navy or army that 
the Chinese Government need fear. 
He also said that he had sueceeded 
in inducing China to observe _ its 
pledge for the non-alienation of the 
Yang-tsze Valley. There would be very 
little difficulty indeed in inducing 
the Chinese Government to keep their 
promise in that respect, because we have 
no rights in the Yang-tsze Valley which 
are not common to all other nations. We 
have asked for no exclusive privileges 
there, for in that valley there is still the 
open door, which is as much open to every 
other country asit is tous. I think one 
of the most remarkable things which the 
right hon. Gentleman told us to-night was 
that the Tien-tsin Treaty had always 
been observed, and that no door had been 
closed. That was what the right hon. 
Gentleman said when he last addressed 
the House. Iam very much surprised 
that he should Say So, because the evidence 
shows that the ‘Tien-tsin Treaty has not 
heen observed, and that the doors that 
have been closed are very numerous. The 
basis of our trade with China is the 
Tien-tsin Treaty, and upon one clause— 
Article 54—which is usually known as 
the “most favoured nation” clause. That 
clause gives the British Government and 
sritish subjects free and equal participation 
in all privileges and advantages which have 
been or may be granted by the Emperor 
of China to any other Government or peo- 
ple. What has happened since that Treaty 
was signed? France has taken possession 
of a large part of Southern China, and 
she has imposed duties against every 
country except herself. Japan has taken 
possession of Formosa, and has_practi- 
cally done the same thing. Germany 
has taken possession of Shantung, and she 
has barred us from all mining and railway 
privileges in that province, and all com- 
mercial opportunities of every kind except 
such as she may not happen to want her- 
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self. And yet the right hon. Gentleman | 
says that no door has been shut. It has 

not only been shut on us in Shantung, 

but the closing of it has been made in 

terms dictated to us from Berlin. In a 

despatch which was printed on the 4th of 

April last year our Ambassador at Berlin 

said, referring to Baron von Richtofen : 


Supply 


“His Excellency suggests a declaration to 
the following etfect: that England formally 
declares to Germany that she has no intention, 
in establishing herself at Wei-hai-wei, of 
creating difficulties for Germany in Shantung, 
or of injuring or contesting her rights there, 
and more especially that in that province she 
will not establish railway communication.” 


That was not sufficient to satisfy Germany, 
because a few days afterwards the 
Ambassador wrote again to the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury, 
at that time in charge of our Foreign 
Office, in order to satisfy Count Hadzfeldt : 


“It is specially understood that England 
will not construct any railroad communication 
from Wei-hai-wei or from any other point on 
the coast to the interior of the province of 
Shantung.” 


Therefore we not only closed that door, 
but we allowed Germany to state the 
terms on which the door should be closed. 
Again, take the railway agreement 
entered into only some few weeks ago 
with Russia. In that we practically 
agree that Russia shall close the door 
against ourselves so far as Manchuria 
is concerned. Now, how can any of these 
cases be reconciled with the principle of 
the most favoured nation clause, which 
was to secure our participation in all privi- 
leges, immunities and advantages which 
were given to any other country or might 
be given hereafter to any other country ? 


But, besides this, all these parts 
of China which have been already 
appropriated by other countries are 
now defined areas in which France, 
Japan, Germany, and Russia have 


exclusive rights, and we have heen warned 
off in every case, and we can obtain no 
concession of any description except by 
their permission, and that will certainly 
not be given in regard to anything which 
they want themselves. On the other 
hand, the Yang-tsze Valley is open to 
everybody ; we have no exclusive rights 
there, nor could we say one word 
with reference to any mining” or 
railway concessions being granted in the 


Mr. Provand. 
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Yang-tsze Valley to any other country, 
In our dealings with Russia we have con- 
ducted our business without definiteness ; 
whereas, on the other hand, Russia has 
clearly defined her policy. The result is 
that Russia has obtained many definite 
advantages, whereas we have obtained 
nothing at all. The Russian Agreement 
defines their rights in Manchuria as 
coming to the Great Wall, which is within 
about 50 miles of Pekin. Our agreement 
does not define the Yang-tsze Valley or 
that immense area of country between the 
Yang-tsze Valley and the Great Wall which 
has been spoken of as “ no man’s land.” 
We may depend upon it that it will not 
be “no man’s land” very long, and we 
shall find that some country has obtained 
rights there and we shall be excluded 
from it. Her Majesty’s Government 
have stated that they do not consider the 
Russian Agreement covered a railway to 
Pekin ; but according to the telegrams 
from China it is stated distinetly that it 
is on the basis of that Agreement that 
Russia has asked for the concession of a 
railway to connect Port Arthur with 
Pekin. It certainly appears as if the state- 
ment of Zhe Times correspondent was 
borne out by all that took place at the 
time. Our Government apparently knew 
nothing about Russia’s intentions with 
regard to that railway; or if so 
they surely would not enter into such 
an agreement if it was to be immedi- 
ately set aside! There was a_ very 
extraordinary circumstance connected 
with our representative at St. Petersburg 
in connection with that Agreement ‘The 
Russian Government informed him that 
they did not make any demand on the 
Chinese Government, but merely made 
a friendly request, which our repre- 
sentative communicated to the Govern- 
ment at Pekin, and was answered to the 
effect that Russia had made the demand, 
and would not take any refusal. The papers 
in regard to this matter have not been laid 
upon the Table, and we shall not  pro- 
bably see them printed this session. 
When the question comes up again on the 
next China Debate no doubt we shall find 
that Russia has obtained everything she 
wants, and that she has paid no attention 
whatever to the Agreement signed only 
five weeks ago. What is going to 
be the result of this? Russia has grad- 
ually come down from the north, step by 
| step, for generations, and she will very soon 


| control all Northern China, and Pekin as 
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well eventually. 


Manchuria and the _ port 


{9 Jung 1899} 


Tien-tsin is the gate of | at all. 
through | Government, and I am speaking in no 
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That was all done by the last 


which all the imports go which are | party sense in connection with these mis- 


sent to the north of the Great Plain, 
and there our tonnage was in 1896 
represented by 1,250,000, whilst Russia 
was absolutely unrepresented by a single 
vessel. And yet the whole of Northern 
China is going to pass under the control 
of Russia. I know that I need not tender 
advice to the Government upon this 
question. It is only necessary for us 
to point out where they make mistakes, or 
express our approval where they are 
successful, If Russia does all these things 
while the Manchurian railroad is building, 
what will she do 
Naturally Russia will then be ina position 
to send as large an army as she pleases to 
Northern China, and there would be 
nothing to hinder her even taking posses- 
sion of the Yang-tsze Valley, and we 


when it is finished ? | 


should be powerless to prevent her doing | 


that. That point has been dealt with 
by other speakers in this House, 
and it certainly has been referred | 


to many times by our Minister at Pekin. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
mentioned one circumstance which 
he said was always alluded to by 
speakers on this side, and that was that 


the Government lost prestige when- 
ever a concession was given to. any | 
other country. But it is not on ac- 
count of concessions to other countries 
that we have lost prestige. The fact 


is that we have been losing prestige 
for years in China under the government 
of both parties; but of all the series of 
diplomatic rebuffs we have received in 


China the most serious was sustained | 
by us by the withdrawal of our 
men-of-war from Port Arthur and_ the | 


abandonment of our rights in Shantung. 
Another reason for our loss of prestige 
was the acceptance of assurances from the 


_ Chinese Government and the representa- 


tives of other Governments which meant | 
nothing at all, for they were merely given | 
to satisfy our representative ; many were 
not observed, and were never intended to 
be observed. Under the late Government 
we abandoned our claim to a portion of 
Southern China, and although the Chinese | 
were under a signed Agreement with us | 
not to give up that territory to any other | 
country, yet in the very next year it 
was handed over to France. And what 


i that the 


akes by the Foreign Office, because the 
last Government was no better than this 
Government in this respect. The only 
difference is that the present Government 
has had ten times more opportunities of 
making mistakes than its predecessors, 
and has taken advantage of them 
all. Our commercial policy in China has 
been neglected, and neither Government 
has made any serious attempt to 
secure our commercial interests. All 
these things have caused a great loss of 
prestige. Now, it is a very remark- 
able fact that while the Government 
policy is supposed to be dictated by 
the promotion of our commercial interests, 
there is amongst the commercial men of 
that country a feeling prevailing of the 
very deepest dissatisfaction at the way in 
which the possibilities of Chinese trade 
have been neglected for many years past. 
You could not find a dozen commercial 
men in China who would not blame both 


this and the last Government for their 
neglect of our real interests. I do 


Government 
Chinese 


the 
advice 


not know whether 


have ever taken from 
merchants,or from sources other than their 
st rietly official channels. There is no doubt 
Government have been much 
more industrious of late, but their policy 
little benefit to the com- 


community. Take the 


has been of 


mercial much- 


| lauded opening up of the Chinese water- 
| s 


ways, which were spoken of in such 


| glowing terms by the First Lord of the 


Treasury. It is idle to say that we have 
any waterway rights in China when the 
regulations and restrictions prevent us 
taking advantage of them. They have 
given something to us on paper, and 
taken it away from us in fact. I have 
had long business experience with China, 
and almost everything I have to say 
about the people is in their favour, for 


'the Chinese merchants are honourable 
jand enterprising, and that is quite 
as much as can be said for the 
commercial classes in any country 


under the sun. If we are to retain the 
trade we still have in China and increase 


did we do in this matter ? Why, nothing | it in proportion as commerce with China 
{ 
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increases, then the Government must be 
firmer than it has been in the past in lay- 
ing down a policy and maintaining it. If 


Supply 


the Government fail to do this, we must 
inevitably lose the greater part of the 
trade which we have with China at the 


present time. The present Government, 
through their supineness and policy of 
drift, do not know to-day what their policy 
will be this day month, and that is the 
way our commercial interests in China 
have been dealt with. Unless this is 
changed, and a definite, clear, consistent, 
and firmer policy is adopted, which will 
command the respect of the Government 
at Pekin and the Powers represented 
there, we need not expect that we shall be 
able even to retain in China the com- 
mercial advantages which we have at the 
present moment. 


*Mr. R. A. YERBURGH (Chester) : I 
express my congratulations to the Govern- 
ment on their Agreement with Russia 


I have had the honour, for some time, of 
advocating such an Agreement, for I 
believe it is the best way of securing the 
interest of this country in China. I[ de 
not Jay great stress on the Agreement 
itself, for it is not a very extensive one ; 
but I look upon it, not for what it give 

at the present time, but rather for at 
it foreshadows in the future. I would 
like to ask the right hon, Gentleman the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 

whether I am right in understanding that 
he said that the Agreement gave Russia 


i] 


the right to construct a railway to Pekin! 


*Mr. BRODRICK: No. 

*Mr. YERBURGH : May I ask my 
right hon. friend what he did say ! 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty 
Government do not cons ider that hy the 


( 
Agreement Russia will be justified in 


making a railway to Pekin. 

*Mr. YERBURGH: That is not an 
answer to my question. [ want to know 
whether Her Majesty’ ment think 
that the Agreement gives Russia the right 
to make a railway to Pekin. 


s (sovern 


A creement 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The Ag 


neither allows nor denies such a right. 
Mr. Provand. 
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*Mr. YERBURGEH: I understood the 
right hon. Gentleman to say _ that 
under the Agreement Russia would 
have a right to construct’ this rail- 


way to Pekin, and I was going to show 
that Russia could. not possibly have any 
such right. If we look at page 90 of the 
Blue Book we see that the Note of Sir 
Charles Scott to Count Muravieff states : 


“That the present special Agreement is 
naturally not to interfere in any way with the 
right of the Russian Government to support 
applieztions of Russian subjeets for conces- 
sions for railways which, starting from the 
main Manchurian line in a south-westerly 
direction, would traverse the region in which 
the Chinese line terminating at Sinminting 
and Newechwang is to be constructed.’ 


Well, 
as far 
fore obvious that Sir Charles S« 


construed as giving 


there isa line already constructed 
as the Great Wall, and it is there- 
ott’s Note 


cannot be power to 


Russia to make a railway in the region 
between the Great Wall and Pekin, 
where no railway is to be constructed 
by the British Corporation. I would 
go even further than that. If the Memo- 
randum of Count Muravietf, which will 
he found on page 3&4 of the Blue 


Book, is locked at, it will he found that it 
deals with the extensio oe a the railway 
from the junction of Hsiao-hei-Shan to 
Sinminting, x with no other part of 
the line. It is pointed out that, while 
noting the assurances given in Sir Charles 


Scott’s Memorandum, it must he clearly 
understood that the Imperial Government 
reserves to itself the right to support any 
application for railway concessions which 
Russian subjects may desire to obtain to 
line towards 


the south-west of the main 

Port Arthur, in the same region 
which is served by the line granted 
to the British and Chinese Corporation. 
I submit, then, that this additional 
Note, taken with the Memorandum, 
only gives Russia the right to con- 
struct a railway in the district be 
tween her main Manchurian line and the 
districts situated between Newchwang, 
Sinminting, or Hsiao-hei-Shan We are 
extremely anxious to avoid any dis- 
pute with Russia, but as Russia has 
put in an application for a_ right 


to construct a railway to Pekin, we are 
face to face with the fact that that appli- 
cation wal he pressed, and we are entitled 
to ask the Government what they intend 
to do should the claim be press sed. People 
have invested their money in the New- 
chwang railway extension largely on the 
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strength of the Government having 
allowed its name to appear on the pro- 
spectus, and the Russian demand _ has 
placed the Government in a serious posi- 
tion, although I think it is not a position 
from which it is altogether impossible 
to escape. Manchuria was lost when 
Port Arthur was allowed to pass under 
Russian domination. Why should we fight 
for the shadow when. we have given away 
the substance ? Why should we support 
these railway extensions into the Russian 
spheres of influence? I think it would 
have been a better policy for the Govern- 
ment to have attempted to induce the 
parties to the Newchwang Concession and 
to this concession for the Chenting 
Taiyuan railway in Shansi, where we 
have very large interests, to make an 
exchange of their respective concessions. 
They would thus have got rid, once for 
all, of any intrusion into the Russian 
sphere of influence, and have confined 
operations to a region where Germany 
by an Agreement made with us has recog- 
nised that we have a sphere of railway 
interest. There is another point I should 
like to deal with in connection with our 
position in Northern China. I under- 
stood my right hon. friend to say that the 
policy of the Government was to keep 
any single Power from dominating Pekin. 
What does that mean? It means that 
you have deliberately to-night made 
yourselves responsible for checking the 
advance of Russia upon Pekin. And 
my right hon. friend added that the 
Government were opposed to the trans- 
ference of the Imperial Court to any 
other part of China. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I never used the 
words “Imperial Court” at all. I said 
that the Government would acvise the 
Chinese Government against the trans- 
ference of the Chinese power from 
Pekin. 

*Mr. YERBURGH: I ask the Com- 
mittee how, after we have given up Port 
Arthur and Manchuria, this country can 
oppose, with any chance of success, the 
predominance of Russia at Pekin. [| 
listened with very great interest to the 
very admirable, able, and eloquent speech 
of my noble friend the Member for 
Kensington. He did me the honour of 
coupling my name with one of the three 
different policies which have — been 
suggested with regard to China, namely, 
the Egyptianising the Yang-tsze region. 
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The noble Lord commenced by condemning 
the policy, but afterwards adopted it and 
extended it much further. He contended 
that there was no proper frontier of the 
Yang-tsze Valley, and that our sphere 
should therefore be extended up to 
the Yellow River. He would even 
go further than that; he would have 
Chinese troops to defend the region, and 
would build forts to defend the river. I 
therefore claim the noble Lord as a 
convert to the policy of Egyptian- 
ising the Yang-tsze region, which, com- 
bined with the policy of keeping the open 
door for general trade, is the policy 
which, when put forward last session, met 
with the severest criticism from the then 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs. 
Let us hope that the Government 
will make up their minds to Egyptian- 
ise the Yang-tsze region. What does that 
mean? It does not mean that you are 
to. undertake the absolute control of 
the Yang-tsze region. I do not propose 
that for a moment. It means that 
you are to lend the Chinese Government 
men of capacity to assist them in re- 
forming their finances, in establishing a 
commercial code, and in reorganising the 
forces of China. I believe [ am right in 
saying that on the 17th of June last Lord 
Salisbury stated in the House of Lords 
that the proposition had been made to the 
Chinese Government that we should assist 
them in reorganising their army and 
navy, but that the ditficulty was that the 
Chinese would not give asufticiently inde- 
pendent position to our officers. If that 
difficulty had been met I take it that at 
the present time our officers would have 
been reorganising the Chinese navy and 
army. But what can be the objection to 
our officers reorganising the Chinese forces 
in the Yang-tsze Valley ? It is not so large a 
scheme, and, perhaps, more feasible than 
Lord Salisbury’s original proposition. It 
is well known that the Viceroys in the 
Yang-tsze region are in a more or less in- 
dependent position, and that their con- 
nection with the central Government at 
Pekin is very loose. I believe there will 
be very little difficulty in getting the 
Viceroys in these provinces, if they were 
approached in the right way, to assist 


us in carrying through this reform. 
You need not undertake it all at 
once, but do it by slow degrees. 


An objection possibly might be that the 
cost would be too great. That is a very 


| strong objection, but it could be met by 


‘ 
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a reform of the finances, for only about a 
sixth of the revenue of the provinces now 
reach the Imperial Exchequer. In regard 


Supply 





to the general question, I think my noble | 
friend has used language as to the con- | 


duct of affairs by the Government which 
is not altogether justifiable. He says 
that the Government have done nothing 
to develop or secure trade. I do not 
think anyone can bring that charge with 
any justification who has read the last 
Blue Book, There are in that Blue Book 
many instances of what the Govern- 
ment have done in the direction of 
developing and securing our 
interests. 
of that the last annual report of the China 
Association. The Government have done 
a great deal in the past to support and 
develop the trade in China, and I have 
but to express the hope that they will 
not be weary in well-doing. If the 
Government are determined to conti- 
nue to assist British enterprise as they 
have done in the last few months, if 
they will only have the courage to under- 
take these reforms in the 


trade | 
I need only quote in support | 





‘regard to it. 


| ment as “ inconceivably mean.” 


/and to 


Yang-tsze | 


Valley, I do not think that any British | 


Consul will have to write, as Consul 
Brennan had to write two or three years 
ago, that our pioneers in the treaty ports 
have been discouraged because they have 
received no effectual support from 
Government. Let me turn for a moment 
to the Waima incident referred to 
by the 
ber for -the Forest of Dean. To me 
the position of affairs is most sad, 
and itis made more sad when only the 
other night we passed by universal con- 
sent 


the | 


right hon. Baronet the Mem- | 


successful operations in the Soudan. [| 


think it isa shame that not a finger has 
been put forward to help the relatives of 
the murdered soldiers who have heen left 
in penury and poverty. 
their agony has been prolonged, and for 
three years the Government have known 
that justice was on their side; and yet 
the Government have done nothing. 
Last year a question was put to the then 
Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs as to 
whether the Government could not find 


i treat the relatives of officers 
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a vote to Lord Kitchener for his | 


For six years | 


} 
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no consideration from a British Govern- 
ment. I know there is a strong feeling 
on these benches in regard to this matter, 
and I do hope that the Government will 
see their way to give a more kindly and 


(Civil Service Estimates). 


sympathetic consideration to this ex- 
tremely distressing case. 

*THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir Micwaet Hicks 


Beacu, Bristol, W.): I cannot speak 
on behalf of the Foreign Office, nor do 
I intend to enter into the history of 
the Waima case; but as that case has 
been before me in my position as Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer I should just 
like to say a word or two with 
My hon. friend has 
characterised the conduct of the Govern- 
Now, it 
is a very much easier thing, and a 
pleasanter thing, to do what I am sure the 
sympathies of all of us would desire, 
treat this kind ina 
popular and liberal way. But one has 
to consider what the effect generally 
of such action would be. What are the 
circumstances in this particular case ! 
These officers lost their lives in the clis- 
charge of their duty, as many other 


a case of 


| officers have done during the last three or 


four years. They left behind them near 
relatives in an unfortunate pecuniary posi- 
tion who suffered in that way heavily by 
their death. They lost their lives by what 
was unquestionably an accident. There is 
a regular system by which pensions or 
grants are given to the widows or near 
relatives of officers who have Jost their 
lives in combat with the enemy on the 
field. Would it be right, and a principle 
that this House would desire to adopt, to 
who have 
lost their lives in the discharge of their 
duty, by accident, better than the rela- 
tives of those officers who have lost their 
lives in the discharge of their duties 
in combat with the enemy?! If you were 


once to adopt that principle it would be 


any money for the use of these poor | 
people until such time as compensation | 
would be paid by the French Government, | 


but still nothing has been done. 
it is inconceivably mean that the rela- 
tives of British soldiers who lost their 


I think | 


impossible to adhere to the rules which now 
govern the War Office in these matters. 
This is a case in which compensation has 
been demanded by the British Govern- 
ment from the French Government, but 
until the last few days we have had no 
real reason to suppose that the request 
for compensation would be favourably 
considered by the French Government. 
Therefore if we had granted to these unfor- 


lives in unfair combat should have received | tunate persons something by way of excep- 


Mr. Yerburgh. 
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tional relief, we should have been treating 
them with exceptional favour as compared 
with the widows and the relatives of other 
officers who had lost their lives fighting 
in Egypt, the Soudan, or India _ with- 
out receiving similar compensation. I 
am happy to be able to say that very 
recently we have had reason to believe 
that this matter may be favourably con- 
sidered by the French Government ; and 
it is possible that some terms of 
arbitration may be arranged, All I can 
say is this, that if that hope comes to 


fruition, if an arrangement is made, as [ | 


hope it may be, by which it is admitted 
that it is a case for arbitration, then 
I think the time will have arrived when 
we might consider the circumstances of 
these unfortunate persons, and ask the 
House to afford them some temporary 


relief. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton): I 
have listened to the speeches that have 
heen made in the course of this Debate, 
and as far as I ean see the unfortu- 
nate Government has no friend in the 


House. Even hon. Members on the oppo- | 
site side have taken exception to the | 


main points of the Chinese policy that has 
heen adopted ; and, veing one of those who 
without respect of Party, are always pre- 
pared to support any Government which 
acts in a plain, sensible way with a view 


to establishing our commerce as far as | 


possible by establishing peace abroad, I[ 
come forward and tender the Government 
my humble and sincere support. At the 
commencement of this Debate 
saw in the gallery the distinguished repre- 
sentative of China in this country, but he 
has now gone away, and I am glad that 
he has left, because if he had stayed and 
listened to the speeches he would have 
thought that he had strayed into a den of 
thieves instead of the House of Commons. 


_ Because everybody who got up started a 


new theory for the cutting up and dis- 
tributing of China between the various 
Powers. The Debate was commenced by 
the noble Lord the Member for York, 
and I have to congratulate him, because, 
although I do not agree with much that 
he said, there is one thing that I do agree 
with. The noble Member for York, not 
like me a poor civilian, but an eminent 
warrior, said he was against expansion. 


He may be called a Little Englander, but | 
|that they are patrolling the river an/ 
‘ 


I do not think he will care for that—that 


{9 June 1899} 


I think I | 
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|is a term which is applied by a foolish 
|/man to awise one. It is a term that 
| has been applied to Lord Salisbury, and if 
|I may refer to so humble an individual, 
jit has also been applied to me. I 
| listened to the brilliant speech of the noble 
| Lord the Member for South Kensington, 
| which I do not agree with, in which he 
| said we complained of the policy of the 
| Government in China because it was a 
temporary policy. The policy is admittedly 
temporary at this moment, and it is the 
act of a wise Government to pursue a 
temporary policy, to look after our 
interests, and not pledge itself in any 
way. He was disposed not to treat with 
Russia, because he distrusted her ; that 
means that we must go to war with 
Russia. 


| 
| 
| 


In order to do that we are to 
enter into an alliance with Germany, 
and the noble Lord seemed to 
consider that he had the Govern- 
ments of all Europe in his pocket, 
as if Germany would enter into an 
alliance with us against Russia for that 
purpose. Germany would not enter into 
any such alliance. But the noble Lord 
went further and said that what we ought 
to do in China was, whatever comes, 
to tell the people we were ready to 
protect them, and whether they were 
attacked by France, Germany, or Russia, 
we would see they were not hurt. To 
do that we should have to have an 
Army not of 20,000, but of 2,000,000. 
Another hon. Member wished to Egypt- 
ianise the Yang-tsze Valley. He made a 
speech of very impressive character, and 
impressed upon us that what we were to 
do was to take into our possession a 
Chinese army and carry all before us in 
China. If the Government were to listen 
to such proposals as that, they would lose 
the confidence of the country in un- 
commonly short time. The Government 
have most unquestionably a very difficult 
task before them. What ought to be the 
aim of the Government? They ought to 
do their best, without getting us into 
trouble with foreign countries, to maintain 
and extend so far as they can our trade 
with China. I am bound to say that in 
my opinion they have done this, and I do 
not see what else they could have done. 
Then, again, in the Yang-tsze Valley, 
which, as everybody knows, is divided 
by a great river, we are told that 
they have now gunboats on the river 
which can go up a thousand miles, and 











867 Supply 


securing to us the commerce. We are 
further told that certain dredgings are 
takingplace which will enable our gunboats 
to go further up, and this enables us to 
obtain all the commerce of that district 
and does not entail territorial expansion. 
We are told the treaty ports have been 
increased, and I am very glad to hear of 
it. We have heard also a good deal 
about the recent Treaty with Russia, and 
I congratulate the Government on having 
entered into that Treaty, and I am glad 
that they have given up the “ long spoon” 
policy which was recommended by a col- 
league of the Government with regard 
to Russia. Nothing ean now be done 
without our consent. We admit the 
Russians have a right to Manchuria, and 
that we are not going there. I do not 
quite understand the observation made 
by the Under Secretary just now that 
the Agreement with Russia did not justify 
that country in going to Pekin. 1 think, 
on the contrary, that Russia has expressly 
reserved a right to make railways wherever 
she pleases in a south-westerly direction 
from the Great Wall towards Pekin. Iam 
most desirous to avoid lending advisers to 
the Chinese Government, because that 
would only lead to Kussia doing the 
same thing, and ill blood would be bred 
between the two countries. The present 
Government, I quite admit, has a very 
difficult diplomatic task before it. At 
the present moment diplomacy is very 
difficult in any country where there is a 
free Press. The Press generally obtain 
all the news first, and very frequently 
obtain wrong news—I am now speaking of 
the daily Press. They get little scraps 
of information which are generally 
wrong, and build elaborate theories upon 
them. I entirely agree with Lord Salis- 
bury when he said you must not form any 
conclusion as to the method of diplomacy 
pursued by the Government until it is 
completed. And [I am bound to say, 
looking at his policy as a whole, it seems 
to have heen a sound policy, getting as 
far as he can into agreement with Russia, 
and doing his best for the commerce of 
this country without compromising us 
with that or any other country. 


*Mr. KESWICK (Surrey, Epsom): It 
appears to me that to give effect to 
the recommendations of the noble 
Lord the Member for York it would 
be absolutely necessary that we should 
establish a protectorate over the Empire 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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of China. Ido not think that it would 
be possible to give effect to his views in 
that way, and therefore we must be pre- 
paved to fall back and do that which is 
possible and practicable. There are some 
people who say and think that the 
Government have not done enough ; but I 
do not see how they could have done 
more than they have without getting into 
trouble and producing a serious condition 
of things, which possibly we should not 
have approved of. It is not to war that 
I look for the universal observance of the 
Treaty of Tien-tsin, but it is to agree- 
ments entered into with other Powers, 
Our trade in China is very large, and 
capable of great extension, and the efforts 
of the Government in the opening of 
treaty ports and other ways have done a 
great deal towards extending it. Although 
the opening up of thie inland waterways has 
been so far unsuccessful in the sense thar 
the Customs arrangements have not been of 
such a satisfactory character as to allow 
inland navigation to be undertaken, [| am 
encouraged by the fact that those ports 
are recognised as treaty ports, and _ all 
that is left to be done now is to make 
reasonable and suitable regulations. The 
future of China is, of course, speculative, 
but I fear that events are going so fast 
that it will be very difficult indeed to 
maintain our authority otherwise than by 
the united feeling of the whole of the 
country in support of the Government. 
There ought in this matter to be no party 
feeling, but an entire devotion to the best 
interests of commerce in China. If we 
ean avoid taking territory, I hope it 
will be avoided. I fear, however, it. will 
not, hecause we must protect our interests. 
But perhaps that may be possible without 
the acquisition of territory I beg to 


support the policy of Her Majesty's 


Government. 


*Mr. BARLOW (Somerset, Frome Ds I 
listened with very great interest to the 
remarks of the hon. Member for Chester. 
He expressed the hope that the Govern- 
ment would enter on a new and better 
course, and I inferred from the general 
tenour of his speech that he was not alto- 
gether pleased with the action of the 
Government. I noticed that when the 
hon. Gentleman recently spoke in Lanea- 
shire he studiously avoided saying any- 
thing about the action of the Govern- 
ment with regard to the present questicn. 
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Lancashire is a county very deeply inte- 
rested in the Chinese question, and it 
is only fair to suppose that if the hon. 
Member had been able to say anything 
about the Government which he thought 
might commend them to the electors he 
would have said it. However, so far as 
my experience goes, the Government have 
been viewed with a great deal of suspicion 
in Laneashire, not only with reference to 
the Chinese question, but also in regard 
to the manner in which they have dealt 
with other questions in the East. I 
would not have intervened in this 
Debate had I not been interested in 
China for a number of years. [ am not 
interested in China as the hon. Member 
for Northampton suggested some hon. 
Members were — as concessionaires, 
but I am interested as a merchant in 
China, and therefore I have a more abid- 
ing interest in the prospects of the 
country than perhaps other Members, who 
may be interested as concessionaries. There 
is no doubt there are huge undeveloped 
potentialities in China. A great deal has 
heen done to secure our trade in various 
parts of the world, but I think that the 
present Government have to some extent 
sacrificed our interests in China, where 
we already had a firm foothold, and where 
there is a much greater prospect of speedy 
development than in some other parts of 
the world—Africa, for instance, of which 
we have heard a great deal during the 
present year. There is nothing more 
certain In connection with Eastern Asia, 
and particularly with China, than one 
fact, and that is if you lose prestige, if 
you give the impression that you are a 
declining Power, your .nfluence and your 
trade are apt to depart from you, and I 
am sorry to say that from communications 
I have received from China, and from 
watching affairs very closely, that the 
policy of the present Government has 
given the idea to the natives of China 
that we are a declining Power. The 
noble Lord the Member for York 
said in his speech that there was an 
idea that we were like an old and wealthy 
man who was afraid to risk his money be- 
cause he thought that if he risked it he 
might lose it ; that Russia, a much younger 
Power, was prepared to take greater risks 
and responsibilities, and that therefore it 
had advanced in recent years at a much 
more rapid rate than we had. 
hostility to Russia. Russia has a settled 


purpose, and intends to carry it out to its 


{9 JUNE 1889} 
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legitimate, and from its own point of 


view proper, conclusion. What I com- 
plain of is that if our Government have a 
settled purpose they have not made it 
clear to the residents in China, not only 
to the natives, but to the Europeans and the 
mercantilecommunity. They thinkthatthe 
action of the Government means that 
English interests are being sacrificed, and 
that we will give way on any point when 
we are squeezed. That is not a course of 
policy which can secure us respect in the 
Kast or eventuate in our success. The 
prospect of the construction by Russia of 
a railway to Pekin is most likely to be 
prejudical to our interests and influence in 
China. It is possible, and indeed likely, 
that this will not impress the natives of 
China with our power, wisdom, or far- 
sightedness. Speaking from an experience 
extending over many years, it is my 
opinion that there is no nation in the East 
more reliable and trustworthy in its mer- 
cantile transactions than China. I would 
trust a Chinaman as soon as, and sooner 
than, any other native of the East 
to carry out any engagement he 
enters into, and _ therefore it is 
a very great mistake that this country 
should do anything that would prejudice 
or let slip our hold on a country where we 
have undoubtedly done a great deal, 
where we have most of the foreign 
trade in our hands, and where a conserva- 
tive population were beginning to see that 
we have long been their friends. We 
have treated them fairly and well, and 
that population and its Government will 
not desert us unless convinced that we 
are unable to support them in their just 
demands against the undoubted inter- 
ference of outsiders, I was sorry to hear 
the almost apologetic tone of the Under 


Secretary for Foreign Affairs with 
reference to affairs in China. Apology 


does not commend itself to the nations 
of the East. We must be strong if 
we want 19 secure their respect and 
obtain the.’ support, and unless we 
are strong they will go to what they con- 
sider to be the rising star and the coming 
nation, Ido not think that the way in 
which we allowed the 'lien-tsin Treaty to 
be encroached upon is likely to secure us 
the respect or support of the natives of 
China. In that matter as in some others, 
the conduct and action of the Government 


I have no { have been reprehensible in mnay- ways. 


The idea we have given in China fis that 
we have been warned off by other Powers, 
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and if they by our weakness secure the | 


influence we had, the natives will begin 
to consider whether we are really strong, 
and whether these other nations—new 
comers—are not stronger and better able 
to defend an Empire which has very 
internal difficulties to deal 


serious 
with. The condition of China is a 
large, difficult, and intricate subject, 


but I am convinced that the present posi- 
tion which we occupy in China is not 
satisfactory to the people who know 
China, who have studied it on the spot, 
who know the peculiarities of its Govern- 
ment and the temperament of its people. 
There is a great and almost immeasurable 
trade to be obtained in China ; but we 
shall not obtain it, we shall not keep pace 
with other nations, if we do not show we 
are able to defend the rights we have 
obtained and that we are willing to take 
our full liability for the development of 
the resources of China. If we allow it to 
be seen that other countries can get con- 
cessions with reference to railways, and 
can have those railways managed by their 
own Officials, while we allow our capital 
to go into China and to be managed by 
foreign people of one kind or another, 
as has been said in this Debate, 
then China will say, not unnaturally, 
from the Eastern point of view, that 
we are afraid to defend and stand up for 
our interests, and therefore we are not to 
be relied on to defend and promote its 
interest if it trusts in us. I have only 
spoken to-night in order, as far as it in my 
power lies, to warn the Members of this 
House of the unfavourable impression 
which the action of the Government has 
caused in China. Nota few hon. Members 
have been in China—I have been in some 
parts of the East myself—but it is very 
difficult for those who have not been in 
the East to realise to what an extent this 
feeling prevails. You may depend on it 
that a strong and reliable Government 
will be supported, cost what it may. The 
idea which obtains in China is that we are 
not definite, do not know what we want, 
and are turned away from our objects ; 
whereas other countries make up their 
minds as to what they want and get it. 
Nobody knows what we want, and 
nobody cares whether we get anything or 
not. That is not the way in which our 
commerce in China has been built up. 
Other forces and ideas have now come 


into play, and it is only by adapting our- | 
selves to them that we can retain the | 


Mr. Barlow, 
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influence we have in China. Therefore I 
hope the Committee will do all in its 
power to assist the Government in taking 
up a strong, determined, and decided view 
that English interests in China must not 
he sacrificed ; that China must be sup- 
ported in its legitimate demands and 
aspirations ; that English influence must 
be kept to the front, and not be allowed 
to lag behind in the race with other 
nations, which undoubtedly is getting 
keener for the new markets of the 


world. China presents great prospects 
for the future. It has a large, indus- 
trious, thrifty, and hard - working 


population, and it is in a country of that 
sort that we may expect the greatest ex- 
pansion of trade in the future ; and unless 
we secure that expansion it will be im- 
possible for the people of this country to 
maintain their position among the nations 
of the world. I speak not alone for 
Lancashire, but for other counties which 
have an indirect interest in the welfare of 
our producing community, and I say that 
it will be impossible for us to maintain 
our position when competition becomes 
keen unless the Government of the day, 
to whichever side it may belong, does 
what it can to support our legitimate 
influence and prestige in China, which I 
fear is sadly prejudiced at present. 


Mr. MacIVER (Liverpool, Kirk- 
dale): I wish to appeal to the Govern- 
ment to reconsider their decision with 
regard to the granting of compensation to 
the relatives of the unfortunate officers 
who were killed at Waima. I cannot 
help thinking that I am expressing the 
view of many hon. Members when I say 
that the Government ought not to wait 
until the French Government recognise 
their duty, but that they should do 
something themselves in the matter. 
Whatever difference of opinion may be 
expressed on other subjects, I believe there 
is no difference of opinion on this. 


*Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) : There is one subject to which 
I should like to draw the attention of the 
Committee. It has been already discussed 
during the present session, but it is a 
question which I, for one, will not allow 
to remain undebated as long as the insti- 
tution of slavery remains under the British 
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flag. At the present moment there are 
something like 350,000 slaves under the 
British flag in the Zanzibar Protectorate. 
The Government accepted the pledge of 
the late Government to free these slaves 
at the earliest possible moment, but up to 
the present have not carried it out. They 
find session after session an excuse for 
allowing this institution to remain. At 
the present rate of progress there are 
about 750 slaves annually freed in Pemba 
and Zanzibar, while on the mainland the 
Government have not taken any steps 
whatever to free the slaves employed 
there, and the Government, I know, 
assert that any slave can apply for his 
freedom, but I have evidence in my pos- 
session which shows that a great deal of 
pressure is placed upon the slave popula- 
tion to prevent them obtaining their 
freedom even through the courts. It is 
only recently that an individual employed 
in Pemba received an intimation from his 
superiors that his services were no longer 
required, and when one came to inquire 
into the reason it was found that it was 
attributed to the fact that he had en- 
deavoured to secure justice for the slaves 
as against the Arab slave masters. There 
was a Debate a short time ago on the 
question of the retention of slaves by 
British subjects, and some doubt was 
expressed by hon. Members of this 
House as to whether it was legal 
for a British subject to administer a 
law allowing the detention of slaves. An 
Order in Council passed in 1877 applied 
the Indian Penal Code to the dominions 
of the Sultan of Zanzibar, and Section 
370 of that Code enacts that whoever dis- 
poses of, accepts, or detains any person as 
aslave shall be liable, with or without a 
fine, to imprisonment for seven years. I 
hold that every one of Her Majesty’s 
Ministers who are parties to the adminis- 
tration of the law with regard to slavery 
are really detainers of slaves and are 
morally guilty. All that is asked is that 
the Government should keep the pledge 
it gave to Parliament. In 1895 the 
First Lord of the Treasury stated that he 


would be glad to take any steps that 


{9 JunE 1899} 
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could be reasonably taken. Four years 
have now elapsed, and practically no steps 
have been taken to liberate the slave 
population on the mainland. But a new 
interpretation has been placed on the law 
with regard to the abolition of the legal 
status of slavery. Hitherto, in the Indian 
Empire, it has always been interpreted as 
practically the same as the abolition of 
slavery itself; but in the East Coast Pro- 
tectorate a different interpretation has 
been placed upon it, and the spirit in 
which the law is administered is indicated 
by the necessity imposed on a slave to go 
into the courts in order to obtain his free- 
dom. ‘The process is made difficult by the 
native officials, who themselves own a 
large number of The policy 
adopted by the Government with regard 
to the slave population has been to con- 
ciliate the Arab population rather than 
do justice to the slaves. The Government 
appear to me to have exaggerated the 
rights of the Mohammedan population, 
and as an illustration I might point 
to the fact that while no subject of the 
Sultan is allowed to inherit any slaves, 
unless he is the son of the owner, vet the 
present Sultan was permitted to inherit 
30,000 slaves from the previous Sultan, 
although he is not a direct descendant. 
That shows the spirit in which the law is 
administered. I might also refer to a 
revolting case of cruelty which occurred 
in 1896, when a man placed a slave, for 
running away, in double irons, connected 
by a bar near the ankles, and to prolong 
his misery a cocoanut was given to him 
morning and evening. The miserable 
slave continued in the same spot, exposed 
to all kinds of weather, for seven months. 
The owner received a sentence of seven 
years’ imprisonment, but the moment the 
judge’s back was turned to come home on 
« holiday at the instance, I believe, of 
Sir Lloyd Mathews, the Sultan’s Prime 
Minister, the Arab, who had almost killed 
the slave, was liberated from gaol. Such 
an act of so-called clemency was calcu- 
lated, of course, to give encouragement 
to other Arabs to ill-treat their slaves. 
I object to the policy of the Govern- 


slaves. 
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ment on this question on several grounds, | going into court to secure their freedom 
but I object very strongly on_ the | as other slaves. 

ground that they have made an exception | 

in favour of allowing the concubines | It being midnight, the Chairman left the 
of the Arab population to be exempt | chair to make his report to the House. 
from the decree. I know the Foreign | 
Office justify this on the ground that the 
children of concubines would become 
bastards if the concubines were allowed to 
take advantage of the decree. But no 
question of legitimacy or any alteration of 
connubial rights was raised. We desire sind es hes . 
LEE A I ee | Considered in Cane, and reported, 
the Arab population, There are many | without Amendment ; Bill read the third 


time, and passed. 
concubines at present who are not slaves, |“ ” m 


Committee report progress ; to sit again 
upon Monday next. 


SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS 


| 
| 
(ENGLAND AND IRELAND) BILL. 
| 
| 
| 


and all the concubines of the Arab popula- Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve 
tion should have the same opportunity of | o'clock till Monday next. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. NORTH-WEST aig RAILWAY 
| . 


The Queen’s consent signified; and 


Monday, 12th June 1899. 
Bill reported with amendments. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





| 

| 

| LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 

| WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the; ,, P : 

House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | Report from the Select Committee, 

had laid upon the Table the Certificates | That the Committee had not proceeded 

from the Examiners that the further With the consideration of the Bill, the 


: Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | opposition thereto having been with- 


' drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
| Table: The orders made on the 25th of 


BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES | April and Tuesday last discharged ; and 
RAILWAY. Bill committed. 


BOOTLE CORPORATION. | 
| 


ing Bills have been complied with : 


The same were ordered to lie on the WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


Table. 
Report from the Select Committee, 
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. | That the Committee had not proceeded 
Report from, That the Standing Orders with the consideration of the Bill, the 
not complied with in respect of the opposition thereto having been with- 
| drawn ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO | Lable: The orders made on the 25th of 
“RAILWAY BILL April and Tuesday last discharged ; and 
ought to be dispensed with and the Bill oat ceumensated. 
allowed to proceed, provided the names 
of the Great Central Kailway Company sas J : 3 
and of the Waterloo and City Railway WEST re “Tail BILL. 
Company be struck out. i 





; _ .| Commons Amendments considered, and 
That the Standing Orders not complied | agreed to. 
with in respect of the 
NSV x N N 
BELFAST CORPORATION BILL — | "RANSVGH COMPANY BILL [Lode} 
ought to be dispensed with and the Bill 
allowed to proceed, provided Clause 23 be 
struck out. 


Read 3*, and passed and sent to the 
Commons. 


Read, and agreed to. - 
CROWBOROUGH DISTRICT WATER 
STOCKPORT CORPORATION WATER BILL. 
BILL. Returned from the Commons with the 
A witness ordered to attend the Select | Amendments agreed to. 
Committee. 


CALEDONIAN RAILWAY (GENERAL| ELEC’ IC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
POWERS) BILL. [Lorde] ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. [Lords. ] 


The Queen’s consent signified; and ; 
GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 


Bill reported with Amendments. BILL. [Lords] 
ABERDEEN JOINT PASSENGER 
3 GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
STATION BILL. [Lords.] TION BILL. (Lords.] 





Reported with Amendments. 
, WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
NORTH PEMBROKESHIRE AND FISH- | [Lords.} 
GUARD RAILWAY BILL. | 
Reported without Amendments. | House to be in Committee To-morrow. 
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METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(HARROW WEALD) PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported, without amend- 
ment: Stonding Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL [Lords.] 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4) Bill. 
Read 2* (according to order), and 
passed. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 9) BILL. [Lords.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11) BILL. [Lords. ] 

Read 3° (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 


ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. [Lords. } 


Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3* To-morrow. 





Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills; viz.— 

D. Bedford (chairman), 
D. Marlborough, 

E. Dartmouth, 

E. Windsor, 

L. Bolton. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No 3) BILL. 

CENTRAL ELECTRIC SUPPLY BILL. | 

CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. | 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY BILL. 
KENSINGTON AND NOTTING HILL 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL. 
MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY 
BILL. 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND 
COAST RAILWAY (VARIOUS 
POWERS) BILL. 

Agreed to; and the 
appointed accordingly : 


said 


{LORDS} 


SOUTH 





to Crime. 


to meet on Thursday, the 22nd instant, 
‘at Eleven o’clock; and all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with leave to 
‘the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 

| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 
TREATY SERIES, No. 14 (1899). 
Withdrawal of Montenegro from the 
International Union for the protection of 
Literary and Artistic Works. 


| 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894. 
Return as regards Ireland for the year 
ended 31st December 1898. 
| ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 AND 
| 1888. 
| Special Reports by the-Board of Trade 
under Section 1 of the Electric Lighting 
| Act, 1888 : 
I. City of London Electric Lighting 
_ IL. Gateshead Electrie Lighting. 
| Presented (by command), and ordered 
| to lie on the Table 


RECORDS (COURT OF 
EXCHEQUER). 

| Seeond Schedule of classes of docu- 
|'ments which formerly were, or ought 
| to have been, in the Office of the King’s 
‘or Queen’s Remembrancer, of the Ex- 
|chequer, or of the Clerk appointed to 
| take charge of the Port Bonds or Coast 
| Bonds, and which are now in, but are not 
‘considered of sufficient public value to 
| justify their preservation in, the Pubue 
| Record Office. 


PUBLIC 


PUBLIC WORKS LOAN BOARD. 
Twenty-fourth Annual Report for 1898- 
99, with Appendices. 
| Laid before House (pursuant to Act) 
| and ordered to lie on the Table. 





QUESTION. 


IRELAND—INCITEMENT TO CRIME-— 
M‘HALE v. SULLIVAN. 
THE LORD CHANCELLOR = (The 


Eart or Hatspury): The noble and 


Lords | learned Lord, Lord Coleridge, has given 
r . . . . 
The Committee notice to call attention to the circun- 
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stances of the cases of the Queen +. Sulli- { some Motion, I propose to proceed with 
van and M‘Hale v. Sullivan, and to ask | my Notice, which is to call attention o 
what steps Her Majesty’s Government} the circum ances of the case of the 
intend to take in the matter. This | Queen v. Sullivan, tried at the last Sligo 
appears to refer to litigation which is still | Assizes, and the case of M‘Hale v. Sullivan, 
in existence, and from a letter in this | tried at Dublin on 10th May and foilowing 
morning’s Zimes, signed by a gentleman | days, both cases involving a charge 
who professes to have heen one of the | against a member of the Royal Irish Con- 
counsel in the case, it appears that there | stabulary of forgery and inciting to 
are proceedings still pending in the case, | crime; and to ask whether the said 
which may become the subject of a second | Sullivan is still a member of the Royal 
trial, and be submitted to the decision of | Irish Constabulary, and, if so, what steps 
a Court. Under those circumstances the | Her Majesty’s Government intend to take 
noble and learned Lord will probably | in the matter. 
agree with me that it is not desirable to 
break through the well accepted rule that) *The EArt or ARRAN: Of course I 
no matter that is swh judice should be | take everything the noble and learned 
mentioned in this House or brought under | Lord has told us as being correct, and as 
any sort of public discussion. |the case is not to be retried I do not 
propose to move the Motion which I had 
*Lorp COLERIDGE: My Lords, I | intended to submit to your Lordships. 
may say at once that it would have been 
most improper on my part to have alluded) *Lorp COLERIDGE: Then I take it, 
to this subject in this House had I not! my Lords, there is no objection to my 
already satisfied myself that no further | alluding to these cases. I have thought 
proceedings in the matter would be taken. | it my duty to do so, and I shall state the 
I satisfied myself on this point befere I | facts with the utmost brevity, and, I hope, 
put my Notice down on your Lordships’ | with impartiality. For the last twelve 
Paper, and I have had a positive assur-| months, in the County of Mayo, there 
ance--and I am authorised to state this— | has grown up an association which is 
that all proceedings in the case of M‘Hale called the United Irish League. It is 
r. Sullivan have been abandoned. I anti-' not my business, nor is it my intention, 
cipate that there can therefore be no to make any comments with regard to the 
reason for any postponement of my | League, its authors, its conduct, or its 
Notice ; but if your Lordships think there | object. But it is necessary for me to 
is, [can only say that I do not know to | allude to it to explain the case to which 
what period your Lordships would desire I desire to call the attention of this 
to postpone the discussion. House. In Newport, a town in Mayo, 
‘there was a gentleman of the name of 
Tue LORD CHANCELLOR : I under- John M‘Hale, who was the local president 
stand from the Attorney-General for Of the United Irish League. There was 
Ireland that no Rule for the discontinu- | living at Westport an ignorant, uniettered 
ance of the proceedings has been entered, man of the name of James Kelly, who 
and therefore there is a possibility of the | Was a member of the League. On the 
case being tried again. 14th of April James Kelly received 
through the post a letter in the following 
* ’ aR tE: Thepe , terms: 
Lorp COLERIDGE: The people who « Newport, April 13, 1898. 
; : 2 “2s, for drink. 
proceedings were maintained have assured | « Pear James Kelly, 
me that the funds are exhausted. Apart “ As you are aware, Martin Kelly is going 
from that, I am assured on good authority back to the bastard Stoney on Monday. Go 
that all proceedings have been abandoned, | with some of the boys and visit him, 31d tell 
and that there is no intention to resume Him that if he works he will be sorry, and that 
J . he is working against our cause. It would be 
them. Under these circumstances, I petter to blacken your face. Do it to-morrow 
submit to your Lordships that Iam en- night, and watch the police. Other houses 
titled to call attention to these cases, will be visited on the same night, so let Tiernan 
without infringing the very proper rules 2°t be — le 
for my guidance which the noble and = jeue M‘HALE (Chairman). 
learned Lord, the Lord Chancellor, has « Burn this for fear of danger. Don’t bring 
referred to. Unless I am stopped by any man but one you can trust.” 
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was an incitement to crime. 
was that letter written? It is admitted 
on all hands, and has been admitted from 
the first, that the letter was not written 
by John M‘Hale. By whom, then, was it 
written ? 


short distance off, a certain Sergeant | 


Sullivan, who was a magnificent penman. 
He had, I believe, received prizes on 
account of his penmanship, and of his 


There was at Mulranney, a| 


| 


{LORDS} 


No one can doubt, my Lords, that that | witnesses 
By whom | 
charge being further investigated. 
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should be bound over to 
the next Assizes for the purpose of the 
On 
the 14th of July, at the Castlebar Assizes, 
a Grand Jury was impanelled and found 
a true bill against James Sullivan on 
three charges—libel, forgery, and inciting 
to crime. As is universal in Ireland, 


' the Government took up the prosecution, 


handwriting he was undoubtedly proud. | 
Some people knew his handwriting well, | 


and upon the receipt of this letter by 
James Kelly specimens of his handwriting 
were procured from various 
These specimens, together with the forged 
letter, were sent to Mr. Gurrin, the well- 
known handwriting expert in London, and 
the gentleman who is always employed by 
the Home Government in criminal and 
other trials. The result of the comparison 
of these handwritings was that Mr. Gurrin 
came to the confident opinion that all the 
documents—the genuine documents and 
the forged document—were written by 
one hand. Armed with this evidence, a 


case was launched before the Petty Sessions | 
at Westport. It was proved that the letter | 


was received through the post ; it was proved 
that John M‘Hale had not written it ; it 
was proved that a man of the experience 


of Mr. Gurrin was of opinion that the | 


letter submitted to him and the specimens 


—the undoubted and admitted specimens | 
—of Sullivan’s handwriting were written | 


by the same hand. That was the case 


preferred before the justices, whose duty | 
that the noble Earl the Earl of Denbigh 


it was to see whether a prima facie case was 
made out, and, if so, to commit. I need 
hardly tell your Lordships that, in the 
absence of any other evidence than the 


evidence I have told you of, not only a 


prima facie Int a conclusive case was made 
out. 


and it was hoped and believed that The 
MacDermott, in whom those who were 
prosecuting had confidence, would be 
further employed to conduct the case, 
The Crown, however, refused to avail 


itself of the services of The MacDermott, 


sources, | 


and employed its own counsel. The 
case came on for trial on the Ist of 
December at Sligo, and then, my Lords, 


a most unprecedented scene Was witnessed, 


Sligo is a county in which nine-tenths of 
the inhabitants are Roman Catholics, and 
there was witnessed the scene of the 
Crown on the one side and the defence 
upon the other combining together to 
strike every Roman Catholic off the 
panel. I would ask the noble Earl who, 
I believe, is going to reply to me, whether 
in his opinion the profession of the 
Roman Catholic faith disentitles a man to 
the discharge of his civic duties. 


*THE Kart or ARRAN: The noble 
and learned Lord is looking at me. I 
beg to inform him that I am not going to 
reply, on behalf of the Government, to 
his Question. 


*Lorp COLERIDGE: I understood 
was going to reply. I want to ask 
whether noble Lords can wonder, in the 
presence of these facts, that the people 
of Sligo and the counties round, rightly 


‘or wrongly, believe that the object of 


The magistrates, however, not only | 


unanimously refused to commit, but at | 


first wished to impound the document, so 


that it should never again pass into the | 


hands of those who were prosecuting. 
This astonishing decision was, happily, in 


the latter part of it, not carried into effect. | 
The magistrates ultimately, after argu- | 
ment—and I may say the person who ap- 


peared to prosecute was The MacDermott, 
aman of position in the profession, and a 
gentleman who had held the office of 
Attorney-General for Ireland—and after 
remonstrances, did give up the letter, 
but 


the Crown in combining with the defence 
to prevent any Roman Catholic from 
being on the jury was that the prisoner 
should be acquitted and not convicted? | 


/do not say whether they were right or 


wrong, but I do say that in the presence 
of these facts it was a natural conclusion 
to arrive at. In the interval a remark- 
able thing happened. At the trial before 
the Justices at Westport a district in- 
spector, of the name of Oulton, had been 
subpeenaed to produce the patrol book 
kept in the office of the Constabulary, 
and this book showed that on the evening 


refused to commit, and in con-/ of the 14th of April, the night on which 


sequence it was determined that the’ the letter incited Kelly to commit a 


Lord Coleridge. 
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crime ayainst the man Martin Kelly, an | prosecuted him ; but in this case the facts 


ambush was laid for an hour round the 
house of Martin Kelly in apparent antici- 


| 


were reversed, and the prosecutors, who 
had failed, brought an action for libel 


pation of some outrage that might or|in Dublin, which was tried on the 10th 


would be likely to be committed. The 
patrol book showed that that took | 
place for an hour. The report of 
Mr. Oulton’s evidence was read 


by a constable of the name of Curtin, 
and on reading it he remembered that the 


entry in the patrol book as it appeared | 


when it was produced by Oulton, the 


district inspector, was not the entry which | 
' cution bore similarities to the handwriting 


appeared on the morning after it was 
made. He thereupon went and inspected 
the patrol book. He found that it had 
heen altered, and it is admitted that the 
patrol hook was altered, and altered by 
Sullivan. The alteration had the effect 
of making it appear that instead of the 
ambush being laid for three hours, as it 
was originally entered, it was an ambush 
of one hour. 
hook was altered, after the entry, by 
Sullivan. 
duty was. to make this known. If he 
had reported the matter to his immediate 
superior it would have been to Sullivan, 
Imt he did not do that. He waited for a 
few days until the district inspector 

Oulton—visited the Constabulary. Cur- 


tin informed the prosecutors of what he | 
had discovered, and reported the matter | 


also to the district inspector. How 
the report received ? 
the day on which Curtin had made this 
report to Oulton he was taken from the 
police office at Mulranney and banished 
to an island called Inniskear, 24 miles 
out into the Atlantic ocean. That was 
the way in which Constable Curtin was 
dealt with when he had the audacity 


was 


and the temerity to say what he knew | 


with regard to this case. Under these 
circumstances it could not be wondered 
at that the jury at Sligo did what was ex- 
pected of them—they acquitted Sullivan, 


- not only without hearing any evidence for 


On the evening of | 


of May, before Mr. Justice Andrews 
and a_ special jury. The same 
facts were then proved. Sullivan’s de- 
fence was heard, and the matter was tried 
out to the utmost, squarely and fairly. 
Two points are worthy of notice. At the 
criminal trial some play was made by the 
defence by a suggestion that the hand- 
writing of one of the witnesses for the prose- 


of the forged letter—and it was hinted that 
she might be the author. On the second 
occasion, when this matter was further 
investigated, this defence was tacitly 
abandoned. The evidence of Mr. Gurrin 
was forthcoming, and it was fortified by 


|another expert witness, Mr. Price, who 


It was admitted that the | 


Not only was no ex- 


agreed with him. 
called to prove the 


pert evidence 


'slightest similarity between the hand- 


What was Curtin’s duty ? His | 


writing of any of the witnesses and the 
handwriting of the forged letter, but 
there was no expert evidence called even 
to show that the forged letter was not 
written by the defendant Sullivan. The 
jury, after a long and patient trial, dis- 
agreed ; ten were for the plaintiff M‘Hale, 
and two for the defendant Sullivan. That, 
my Lords, is a short and brief account of 
the litigation in this case. I have thought 
it my duty to bring these facts to the at- 
tention of your Lordships’ House. I, in 
common with your Lordships, wish to see 
in all civilised communities the law 
trusted and obeyed, and I say that if the 
law is administered in Ireland, or in any 
part of any civilised community, as it has 
been administered in the case of The 
Queen v. Sullivan, no man ought to won- 
der if the law, as so administered, has not 


‘the respect of the inhabitants of the 


the defence, but, in acquitting him, telling | 


the learned judge that they had made | 


up their minds to acquit him at a time 
before they had heard the evidence 
of Police-constable Curtin, which was 
material evidence in the case. Such was 
the slight indication which they gave of the 
Impartiality of their minds in this matter. 
It is often thought advisable, ordinarily 
speaking, for the man who is acquitted 
to bring civil proceedings for malicious 
prosecution against the persons who 








country. Your Lordships will no doubt 
ask what I propose. I suggest that an in- 
dependent inquiry—and [lay stress on the 
word “independent ”—be held into this 
matter. Nothing less than an indepen- 
dent inquiry, I am sure, will satisfy the 
bulk of the people who live in the neigh- 
bourhood where these things have taken 
place, and I think nothing less ought to 
satisfy either Her Majesty’s Government 
or your Lordships’ House. 

LORD CHANCELLOR: 


THE My 


Lords, I confess that I very much regret 
that the noble and learned Lord should 











{LORDS} 


have thought it right to raise this matter { cussion of this sort, the whole object of 
in your Lordships’ House, seeing that it | which is to show that this man, who has 
has not been raised in the House of been acquitted by one jury and in whose 
Commons, where the Attorney-General for | case another jury has disagreed, is guilty. 
Ireland would have been present and | If an investigation is to take place at all it 
would have been prepared to answer more | ought to have been perfectly independent 
perfectly than anyone in your Lordships’ | of such observations as those which have 
House can do for what has taken place. been made by the noble and learned Lord. 
I protest against the last statement of the | 
noble and learned Lord as to the division | REFORMATORY | SCHOOLS 
of the jury. I am not aware myself of | MENT) BILL, [Lorda.] 
any legal mode of obtaining such informa- | COMMITTEE. 

tion as that. Here a man who has the | 
misfortune to be a policeman in Ireland is | _ 
accused of a criminal offence, and the | Order). 

whole object of the noble and learned, Clause 1 :— 

Lord seems to show that the man was; [ory JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
guilty, although he had heen acquitted. | Lords, to this clause, which is the only 
Does the noble and learned Lord think | cause in the Bill, there is no objection in 
that such action as that will commend point of substance, but the Home Office 
itself to a civilised community? The | take the view—with which, I must say, I 
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(AMEND. 


House in Committee (according to 


raAAto ape . “als ° ° ° . 
Attorney-General for Ireland told me | goincide—that it will be absolutely neces- 


that he was perfectly satisfied that the 
verdict of the jury was right, and that for 
all that was done he was perfectly pre- 


sary. to amend the drafting. However, as 
this is only a question of form, I think the 
| better way would be to allow the Bill to 





pared to take the responsibility. ‘ Every- | oo through Committee, and then, perhaps, 
thing has been done by his direction, and | Gis datblo Led will move (he alteration i 
he is perfectly prepared, when he himself | the wording in the Standing Committee. 
can be heard, to defend his action through- | M4 ‘i 

out. There has been another trial in Lorp LEIGH: I shall be much obliged 
respect of the same matter in another to the noble and learned Lord if he will 
court, and the noble and learned Lord) jnform me what Amendment he would 
suggests that the verdict was against the suggest, and I shall be quite willing to 
policeman ; but the jury was discharged | move it in the Standing Committee. 
without agreeing upon a verdict, and fur- | i ee 
ther proceedings have been abandoned. | Bill reported without Amendment ; and 
The noble and learned Lord suggests that | re-committed to the Standing Committee. 
Her Majesty’s Government should hold a | As tae 
new a independent investigation, but | ISOLATION HOSPITALS (AMENDMENT) 


how is that to be done? What does the | asi aenlaitn ra 
noble and learned Lord mean by an inde- | , House to be in Committee on Thurs- 
pendent investigation? What objection 4Y> the 22nd instant. 

was there to the civil trial, which the | 

noble Lord himself said was fairly and TRAWLERS’ “CERTIFICATES SUSPEN. 
squarely fought out? Did not the trial SION BILL. [Lords.] : 
afford a method of ascertaining the facts 4 House in Committee (according to 
I have heard no suggestion from the noble | order): The Amendments proposed by 
and learned Lord that the matter was not | the Select Committee made; Standing 
capable of being investigated there, and | Committee negatived: The Report of 
because the jury disagreed the noble and | Amendments to be received on Friday 
learned Lord has made a speech, every | next. 

word of which was an attempt to show the | panes 

man was guilty. It seems to me that the) MANCHESTER CANONRIES BILL. 
noble and learned Lord has set a very bad | ‘coped 

example of the mode in which an impartial| A Bill. to amend Section 20 of the 
investigation should be conducted. If the | Parish of Manchester Division Act, 1850— 
parties are still of opinion that Sullivan | Was presented by the Earl Egerton (for 
is guilty, let them proceed. But the|the Lord Bishop of Manchester) ; reat 
House has been informed that they will| 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 2* ol 
not proceed, and yet there is to be a dis- | Thursday, the 22nd instant. (No. 111.) 


The Lord Chancellor. 
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YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. [Lords.] | CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL. 


A Bill to amend the law relating to; Read the third time, and passed. 
youthful offenders, and for other pur- . 4 , 
poses connected therewith, was pre-| DUMBARTON BURGH BILL. [Lords. 
sented by the Lord James; read 1*; to| Read the third time, and passed, with 
be printed; and to be read 2* on) Amendments. 
ee ee: fe are) LONDON IMPROVEMENTS BILL 


QUEEN’S CONSENT SIGNIFIED). 
SEATS FOR SHOP ASSISTANTS (ENG- (e ) 


LAND AND IRELAND) BILL. | SHEFFIELD CORPORATION MARKETS 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; BILL. 


‘ be pri . (No. 113. 
and to he printed. (No. 113.) STOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL. 


House adjourned at five minutes | : : 
past Five o'clock, till. To-mor- | Read the third time, and passed. 


row, half-past Ten o'clock. | BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 





| 

| 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. | 
Monday, 12th June 1899. DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 


As amended, to be considered To- 
morrow. 





| 

| 

fi é TE LLL > ISTINESS 

Pan aty Seen See | GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 
| 


aa, [ Lords. ] 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 | 
COMPLIED WITH). | SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL. 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table! [Lords.] 


Report from one of the Examiners of Read a second time, and committed. 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
° PROVISIONAL ORDER BORROW- 
MILLWALL DOCK BILL. | STOUNNESS) BILL. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second | p 
time | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
2 VISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING | _ 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY [N-| LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). | ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
* 1), | CLASSES) BILL. 
Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table | 
Report from one of the Examiners of LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the | ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 


case of the following Bills, originating in| sa lanl om 
the Lords, and referred on the First | LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


; ‘ : ERS (POC y F 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not | oo “8 (E — LAW) BILL. 
previously inquired into, and which are| ead the third time, and passed. 


applicable thereto, have been complied LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


with, viz :— ORDERS (No. 8) BILL. 
ALL SAINTS’ CHURCH (CARDIFF) BILL. | PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
(Lords. ] ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


LOWESTOFT WATER AND GAS BILL.| As amended, considered; to be read 


(Lords. ] the third time To-morrow. 
he Bills b ‘ 
en Bills be read a second | 5 gar, GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
e. VISIONAL ORDERS (HOUSING OF 
BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL. WORKING CLASSES (No. 2) BILL. 
{Lords. ] LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 





Read the third time, and passed, with | bier sleeiiane (Me. 4) BILL. 
Amendments. [New Title.] | Read a second time, and committed. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDER (No. 20) BILL. | 


To confirm a Provisional Order made | 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric | 


Returns, Reports, &e. 


{COMMONS} 


Returns, Reports, &e. 892 
POOR LAW (SCOTLAND) ACTS. 


Petition from Greenock, for alteration 


of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating prryATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 


to the City of London, ordered to be | 
brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. | 
Hanbury. | 

Ordered, that Standing Order 193A be | 
suspended, and that the Bill be now read | 
the first time.—(IMr. Jtitchic.) | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 20) BILL. 

To confirm a Provisional Order made | 
by the Board of Trade, under the Electric | 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to | 
the City of London, presented accordingly, | 
and read the first time ; to be referred to | 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 230.] | 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD | 

(PILOTAGE) BILL. [Lords.] | 

Report [8th June] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 


Ordered that the Bill be read a second 
time.—(Dr. Furquiarson.) 





PETITIONS. 
ae | 
GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL | 
AUTHORITIES). 


Petitions in favour ;—From Wakefield ; 
—and Ealing ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT | 
(1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Elgin, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 
Petition from Kilburn, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
PARISH COUNCILS ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Greenock, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
POOR LAW OFFICERS’ SUPERANNUA- 
TION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Greenock, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 





POOR LAW RELIEF (DISFRANCHISE. | 
‘N'T). 


4h 


Petition from Reading, for alteration of | 


“aw ; to lie upon the Table. 


| Forfar ;— Kirkcudbright ;— and 
to lie upon the Table. 


| DISEASES OF 


Petitions in favour: From Elgin ;— 
Perth ; 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 


SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour—From Manchester ; 
—Rochester ;—and Newcastle ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN. 
Petition from Brierfield, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION (SCOT: 
LAND) ACT (1895) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE TIME 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Forfar, in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table. 


VACCINATION ACTS, 1867 TO 1898. 
Petition from Daventry, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, le. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING ACTS, 1882 AND 
1888. 


Copies presented,—of Special Reports 
by the Board of Trade under Section 1 
of The Electric Lighting Act, 1888 :- 

(1) City of London Electric Lighting ; 

(2) Gateshead Electric Lighting ; 

[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
ANIMALS ACTS, 1394 
AND 1896 (IRELAND). 

Copy presented,—of Return, in purst- 
ance of the Acts as regards Ireland for 
the year 1898 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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CHANNEL ISLANDS (CROWN RIGHTS.) | 


Return ordered, “of Revenues drawn 
from the Crown Rights in the Channel 
Islands in each year during the last five 
years, distinguishing for each Island 
separately the Amount received from 
Tithes, from Fines on Transfer of Prop- 
erty, from Seigneurial Dues, and from 
other sources; and stating the Cost of 
Collection, the several Payments made 
for Local Purposes, and the Net Amount 
paid into the Exchequer.”—(Sir_ Charles 
Dilke.) 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS, 
That they have agreed to— 
Farnley Tyas Marriages Bill, without 
Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


“An Act to constitute the Divisions of | 


Lincolnshire separate Counties for all the 
purposes of the Coroners Acts.” — [Lin- 
colnshire Coroners Bill] [Lords]. 


VUESTIONS. 

TRADE IN THE RUSSIAN EMPIRE, 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheffield, 
Central) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he is aware 
that the United States, France, and Ger- 
many are making every effort to profit by 
the coming reign of industrial activity in 
the Russian Empire ; and, if he is now | 
able to announce what steps Her Majesty’s 
Government have at length decided to 
take to utilise for British capital and 
trade the friendly disposition thereto of 
His Imperial Majesty the Tsar and the 
Russian Government. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF | 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): We have | 


. hot seen any official reports to the effect | 


mentioned by my hon. friend. No 
change has taken place since I answered 
my hon. friend’s question a month ago | 
which would enable me to add anything | 
to the answer I then gave as to our com- | 
mercial relations. | 


| 
| 

Sir HOWARD VINCENT: I shall | 
take advantage of the earliest opportunity | 
to call attention to the delay in the ap- | 
pointment of a commercial attaché at | 
St. Petersburg. | 


{12 Junn 1899} 
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THE DISTRESSED ARMENIANS. 
Mr SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the Govern- 
ment will take into consideration the 


desirability of bringing under the notice 


of the International Congress, now as- 
sembled at the Hague, the distressed 
condition of the Armenians, with a view 
to concerted European action for their 
protection. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty's 
Government can take no action in the 
sense desired, as according to the terms 
of the invitation to the Conference such 
subjects are excluded from discussion. 


CRIMPING IN THE UNITED STATES. 

COLONEL DENNY — (Kilmarnock 
Burghs): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether his attention has been called to 
the system of blackmail at present levied 
by the boarding masters and crimps at 


San Francisco, California, and Portland, 


Oregon, by which blood-money, amount- 
ing to £20 per head, is charged for the 
shipment of British seamen who have 
previously been induced to desert ; 
whether he is aware that Consul J. Laid- 
law, of Portland, Oregon, has stated in a 


despatch, dated 29th June, 1898, that a 


comprehensive Consular Convention 
should be concluded with the United 
States, giving the same exclusive jurisdic- 
tion as is now enjoyed by French and 
German Consuls, and should include 
powers to call upon the local authorities 
for the necessary assistance ; whether Her 


| Majesty’s Government will endeavour to 


arrange such a Convention with the 


| United States Government for the better 


protection of British shipmasters and 
seamen, and to abolish the system under 
which blood-money can be levied ; whether 
he will inform the House of the exact 
terms of the Convention between the 
United States and France which the Con- 
sul’s letter refers to; and whether Her 
Majesty’s Government are prepared to 
take such steps as may be required to 
protect shipmasters and seamen in this 
matter. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Attention has been 
called to the system which at present 
prevails in some ports of the United 
States with regard to the engagement of 
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seamen. Reports on the subject, inelud- 
ing that from Consul Laidlaw, to which 
reference is made, have been laid before 
Parliament. The Consular Convention 
between the United States and France 
will be found at p. 718 of vol. 55 of 
British and Foreign State Papers. Her 
Majesty's Government have under con- 
sideration what steps can be taken for the 
better protection of British shipmasters 
and seamen. 


NAVIGATION OF MERCHANT VESSELS. 

Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been directed to the statement made 
by the crew of the s.s. Pinner’s Point, 
in which they allege that during the 
passage of this vessel from the United 
Kingdom to the United States of 
America, in the month of May of this 
year, all the deck hands of this vessel, 
with the exception of the man at the 
wheel, were employed in discharging 
ballast from six in the morning till six 
jn the evening ; whether he is aware that 
during the night this vessel was being 
navigated without a man on the look out, 
on the forecastle head or fore-deck ; and, 
whether, in view of the number of colli- 
sions that occur annually, involving 
serious loss of life and property, it is his 
intention to promote legislation at an 
early date with a view to preventing the 
possibility of vessels being navigated in 
such a dangerous manner. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon): My 
attention has not been directed to the 
statement referred to in the question, 
except by the hon. Member himself. 
Although the matter is not one in which 
the Board of Trade have any authority 
to interfere with the discretion of the 
master of a ship, unless he commits some 
offence under the Merchant Shipping Act, 
I have been in communication with the 
owners of the Pinner’s Point, and I 
have been furnished with a statement 
signed by the master and chief officer, in 


which they emphatically deny that the | 


vessel was ever left without a proper 
look-out, day or night, and this statement 
is confirmed by the boatswain and two 
A.B.’s. The master and chief officer also 


state that the ballast was not discharged | 
until the steamer was approaching the 
American coast, and that for this work 





{COMMONS} 
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| the men received extra pay. I am not 
| prepared to propose fresh legislation on 
the subject. 

SCOTTISH UNIVERSITIES. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate if he can 
state the number of male students in the 
various faculties of the four Scotch 
Universities during the years 1888 and 
1898 respectively, and the number of 
female students in each faculty and Uni- 
versity during the year 1898. 


Tue LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. G. 
Murray, Buteshire): The Secretary for 
Scotland has obtained the information 
desired by the hon. Member from the 
Universties Courts, and will transmit. it 
to him. It would not be convenient to 
give it in answer to a question. 

ORPHAN HOMES OF SCOTLAND. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
_ Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether he is aware that some 1,000 
children of school age, inmates of the 
Orphan Homes of Scotland, on which 
over £200 of school rates were recently 
paid, have received no education for 
nearly two months, owing to the refusal 
of the School Board to receive them; 
whether anything is being done to bring 
the present deadlock to an end; and, 
whether the Scottish Education Depart- 
ment has taken any steps to enforce the 
law of Scotland as to the compulsory 
education of all children of school age. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The legal 
questions connected with the matter 
referred to in the hon. Member's question 
are now under consideration, and it is 
therefore impossible for me at present to 
make any further statement regarding it. 


ATTACK BY BRITISH SOLDIERS ON A 
{ANGOON WOMAN. 

Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether certain British soldiers have heen 
charged with an indecent assault upon 
‘a native woman at Rangoon; whether 
such soldiers have been brought before 
any tribunal for this alleged crime ; and 
if any punishment has been inflicted for 
this outrage. 

THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 


|INDIA (Lorp G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : This matter has for some time 
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past been occupying the attention of the 
Indian Government, with whom I have 
been in communication on the subject. I 
regret to say that it is true that an outrage 
was committed upon an elderly Burmese 
woman of unsound mind by a party of 
soldiers, who are said to have been under | 
the influence of liquor. On appearance 
of police and a corporal the soldiers dis- 
persed ; but one of them was arrested, and 
tried by jury on the 10th of May, but 
was acquitted on the ground that he was 
not proved to have committed or 
attempted the offence with which he was 
charged, and the Recorder concurred in 
the verdict. So far, no other person has 
heen brought to trial; but the Govern- 
ment of India are determined that 
the matter shall be thoroughly — in- 
vestigated, and that the culprits shall 
be brought to justice; and they have 
impressed their views very strongly upon 
the civil and military authorities of Ran- 
goon, who have undertaken that no effort | 
shall be spared to bring the facts to light. 
Accordingly, a special Court of inquiry 
has been summoned to investigate and 
report upon the whole matter. 


ASSAM TEA PLANTATIONS, 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India when he will 
lay upon the Table of the House the Re- | 
port on the Assam Tea Plantations, now 
for several years delayed in its presenta- | 
tion to Parliament. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have not 
yet received the views of the Government 
of India on the subject of the Report to | 
which the hon. Member's question refers, | 


| DIVINE SERVICE AT 
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been opened and still remain open in 
Brace Petta, one of the leading thorough- 
fares of the town of Bellary, in the 
Madras Presidency ; and that these three 
shops are very near each other, and 
situated in close proximity to Christian 
and Hindu places of worship, and on the 
only common road leading to the Cowl 
bazaar and the municipal high school in 
the fort; whether a petition has been 
submitted to the Collector of Bellary by 
some of the leading residents in the 
immediate neighbourhood of the shops 
complaining of the nuisance caused by 
them, and praying for their removal ; 
and whether, having regard to the 
deciared policy of the Government of 
India, as enunciated in their Dispatch, 
No. 29, of 4th February, 1890, he will 
give instructions for the closing of the 
said shops. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have re- 
ceived no information on the subject of 
the first two clauses of the hon. Mem- 
ber’s question. I do not propose to send 
any instructions to India on the matter, 
which is clearly one for the discretion of 
the authorities in India. 

GOVERNMENT 
FACTORY CHAPELS. 

*Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that in the 
Government chapel at the Royal Small 
Arms Ordnance Factory at Enfield, the 


| chaplain, the Reverend C. E. J. Carter, a 


member of the English Church Union, is 
in the habit of hiding the manual acts at 
the celebration of the Holy Communion, 
mixing water ceremonially with wine, 


: 1 ’ Waryw aq at | < 
although in February last they hoped to | elevating the consecrated elements, and 


be able to lay them before me at an early | 
date. | 
is concerned is a difficult and intricate one, 
but I will draw the Viceroy’s attention to 
the desirability of expediting the sub- 
mission of their opinions upon it. 


Mr. SCHWANN: Shall we get it 
before the end of the session ? 
Lorp G. HAMILTON : I doubt it, as 


the question is so complicated. 


LIQUOR TRADE IN THE MADRAS 
PRESIDENCY. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for India whether 
he is aware that three liquor shops have 


The matter with which the Report | 


burning candles in the day time, all of 
which practices have been judicially 
/condemned by the Supreme Court in 
such cases; fnrther, that Mr. Carter 
celebrates Eucharists and Vespers for 
|the dead, both services being without 
|any authority within the Established 
| Church of England; and that a cross 
is illegally placed upon the re-table ; 
and whether the Secretary of State 
for War will take steps to secure the 
exclusion of illegal practices and un- 
| authorised services from this and other 
| chapels under his control. 


| *THeE UNDER SECRETARY or 
|STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpuHaw, 
| Dover) : No complaint has been received 
{ 
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from the persons using the chapel ; and 
the Secretary of State does not feel called 
upon to interfere. 


(Questions: 


{COMMONS} 


*Mr. CHANNING: I beg to give notice | 


that I shall ask a further question on | 
| Department by the London School Board 


' to sanction the erection of a new school 


this matter. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notts, 
Mansfield): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office what pro- 
portions of the sum of £565 4s. 5d., 
which appears from last year’s Ordnance 
Factories Accounts to have been expended 
for “ Divine ‘Service,’ were allocated to 
the factories of Enfield, Waltham Abbey, 


Woolwich, and Birmingham respectively. | 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The figures are as 
follows : Woolwich, £293 4s. 11d; 
Enfield, £197 10s. Td.; Waltham, 
£74 8s. 1ld.; Birmingham, n7/. 


Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War why there should be a Government 
chapel, with a chaplain, at the Royal 
Small Arms Ordnance Factory at Enfield, 
when in other Government establishments 


of the same character there is no such | 


chapel or official. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: When the factory | 
at Enfield was originated it was considered | 


necessary, owing to the isolation of the 
buildings, to provide a chapel for spiritual 
ministrations to the workmen employed 
there. 
TROOPS AT ALDERSHOT. 

Mayor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War what is the official strength at 
Aldershot ; what were the numbers pre- 
sent on the Queen’s Birthday parade ; and 
how were the 5,000 men absent employed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The strength at 
Aldershot on 24th May amounted to 
16,788 warrant officers, non-commissioned 
officers, and men, and of these 11,542 
were present on parade. 1,563 men of 
the Royal Engineers, the Army Service 


Corps were engaged on their corps duties ; 
the East Kent Volunteer 
numbering 200, and the Northumberland 


|ment whether his 
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SCHOOL ACCOMMODATION AT 
BETHNAL GREEN. 

Mr. J.G. TALBOT (Oxford Univer- 
sity) : I beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
whether application has been made to the 


in Wood Close, Bethnal Green ; whether 
a new Board school is already being 
erected in Daniel Street, in the same 
neighbourhood ; whether there is any 
need at the present time for increased 
school accommodation in this district, 
where the population is stationary and 
likely to decrease ; and whether, under 
these circumstances, the Education De- 
partment will refuse their assent to the 
application of the London School Board. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or THE COUNCIL on 
EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The reply to the first two 
questions is in theaffirmative. The ques- 
tians whether increased accommodation is 
required, and whether the population is 
likely to decrease, are now the subject of 
inquiry ; and the sanction of the Eduea- 
tion Department to the proposed school 
in Wood Street depends on the result of 
that inquiry. 

WORKING-CLASS DWELLINGS AT 

BETHNAL GREEN. 

Mr. J. G. TALBOT: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
attention has been 


| called to various schemes of the London 


, sufficient accommodation has been 


School Board for building new schools in 
the district of Bethnal Green, whereby a 
number of the dwellings of the working 
classes are to be removed ; and whether 
P0- 
vided for the persons so displaced ; if hot, 
whether he will take steps to ensure the 
enforcement of the law. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
WuiTE RIDLEY, Lancs., Blackpool): I am 


afraid that my right hon. friend’s ques- 
Corps, and the Royal Army Medical | 


Artillery, | 


Fusiliers, numbering 761, were not on | 


parade, most of the latter being on fur- 
lough. There were 747 sick. The re- 


tion is hardly definite enough to enable 
me to give a precise reply ; but I am 
informed by the London School Board 
that in dealing with houses occupied by 
the labouring classes they have on all 
occasions paid due regard to the provisions 


|of the Acts under which they are em- 


maining absentees, to the number of | powered to purchase such houses, and 
about 2,000, were on guard and other | certainly I am not aware of any contra- 
station duties. 





| ventions of the law in this respect. 
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Mr. J.G. TALBOT: Has the law been 
enforced in this particular district of | 
London ? 

Sik M. WHITE RIDLEY: If any in- 
formation is forwarded to me, I shall 
be pleased to communicate with the 
authorities. 

UNQUALIFIED DISPENSERS. 

Mayor RASCH: I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Council whether 
any provision has been made by which 
accidents resulting from mistakes made 
by unqualified dispensers in doctors’ sur- 
geries are brought to the notice of the 
Privy Council ; and, if so, whose duty it 
is to report such cases, and is the Govern- 
ment in a position to state the number of 
such cases which have occurred during | 
the past two years. 

Sir J. GORST: The answer to this is | 
in the negative. The General Medical | 
Council are reported to have appointed a 
committee to consider the representations 
addressed to them by the Privy Council | 
on the subject. 





SCHOOL TEACHERS’ SUPER- 
ANNUATION. 

Mr. BILL (Staffs, Leek): I beg to ask 
the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether, as a superannuation 
system has been established for elemen- | 
tary school teachers, which includes those-, 
employed in reformatory and industrial 
schools, he will endeavour to procure the 
inclusion in some satisfactory pension 
scheme of the masters and matrons of 
those institutions. 

Sm M. WHITE RIDLEY: When the 
Bill for establishing the superannuation 
system referred to was under considera- | 
tion I consulted the Treasury to see | 
whether it was possible to include the | 
officers mentioned, but they did not feel | 
justified in extending the State-aided | 
pension scheme beyond certified teachers. | 
I am afraid that I cannot see my way to 
reopening the question at present. 


vcccinetitinaiad guia SCHOOLS | 
ACT. | 

CotoneL M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.) : | 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether | 
powers now conferred on school boards in | 
England could be extended to school | 
attendance committees in Ireland, where- | 
by, in cases where the attendance order 
of magistrates is not complied with and | 
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|it has been shown that a child’s home 


surroundings are objectionable, they 
should be empowered to bring such cases 


| before the magistrates, with the object of 


having them dealt with under the pro- 
visions of the Industrial Schools Act. 


THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. BAtFrour, Leeds, 
Central): There is a good deal to be said 
in favour of the proposal to which my 
hon. and gallant friend’s question refers. 
Legislation, however, would be necessary 
to give effect to it, and I could not under- 
take to deal with the subject, at all 
events during the present session. 


GLIN DISTRICT SCHOOL. 
Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 


to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
_ Lieutenant of Ireland why arrangements 


could not be made so as to have the 
tourist steamer plying between Kilrush 
and Tarbert proceed to Glin and Foynes 
to meet the train arriving at the latter 


place from Limerick at noon, so as to 
_afford facilities for the conjoint unions to 
‘send on the children to the Glin District 
| School, as also enabling the members of the 


board of management to attend regularly 
to the duties essential to the proper work- 
ing of the institution. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The contract 
between the Commissioners of Public 
Works and the Waterford Steamship 
Company, as the owners of the steamer 
referred to, is limited to the transit 
between Tarbert and Kilrush, and it 


_would not be competent, therefore, for 
the Board of Works to require that the 


steamer should call at Glin as suggested. 
It is, of course, open to the authorities 
interested in the school to negotiate for 


| this purpose with the Waterford Steam- 


ship Company. 


IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
EXAMINATIONS. 

Mr. DAVITT: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
how many second division of first class 
teachers applied this year to the Commis- 
sioners of National Education, Ireland, 
for admission to attend the July examina- 
tion for first of first ; and how many of 
these teachers are to be admitted; 
whether this number, in comparison with 
the former, is proportionately below the 
average for preceding years ; and if so, 
can the Commissioners state why ; what 











903 Questions. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 904 


are the conditions necessary to entitle | districts under the Local Government Act 
the lands are separately valued so that 


candidates for admission to the examina- 


tion for the first division of first class ; 


will he explain why this class of teachers 
have been kept in ignorance of their 
admission or non-admission for two 
months longer this year than heretofore ; 
and whether, considering this prolonged 
delay, and the hardship inflicted on these 
teachers thereby, the Lord Lieutenant 
will advise the Commissioners to admit 
to the examination all those teachers who 
duly applied for entrance. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The number 
of applications referred to in the first 
paragraph was 134 ; permission to attend 
the examination was given in 78 of these. 
The proportion of admissions is higher 
this year than in previous years. 
dates for the first division of first class 
must be already in the second division of 
that class, and they may then obtain the 
higher grade either without examination 
after giving seven consecutive years of 
highly efficient service or by passing a 
special examination after three consecutive 
years of such service, Candidates pro- 
ceeding under the revised programme 
have not been kept in ignorance of their 
admission longer this year than usual. In 
the case of those taking advantage of the 
recent concession to proceed for examina- 
tion under the old programme this year, 
notice was unavoidably delayed pending 
the receipt of Treasury sanction. Per- 
mission to attend the examination is 
always contingent on the recommendation 
of the inspectors for efficiency in the 
schools, and the Commissioners cannot 
agree to any departure from this condi- 
tion on the present occasion. 


LAND VALUATION AT SLIGO. 

Mr. P. A. M‘HUGH (Leitrim, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that the Sligo Corporation has asked 
the Commissioner of Valuation in Ireland 
for a valuation of all the land within 
their borough boundary, as distinguished 
from other rateable hereditaments, and 
that the Commissioner has replied saying 
he had no power to do what the Corpo- 
ration asked ; whether there is any public 
department in Ireland which can make 
such a valuation as is desired by the 
Sligo Corporation ; and if so, how can it 
be put in motion in the particular case 
referred to; and is he aware that in 


Candi--| 


towns which were not constituted urban | 


rates may be levied on plots of land even 
when the buildings on them are un- 
occupied. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Sligo 
Corporation were informed hy the Com- 
missioner of Valuation that under the 
existing Statutes a revaluation for rating 
purposes of the land within the borough 
boundary was not feasible ; but the exist- 
ing valuation lists, of which they have a 
copy, set out separately the value of the 
land and other rateable hereditaments. 
The reply to the second paragraph is in 
the negative. As regards the third para- 
graph, lands are separately valued in all 
towns, whether urban districts or not. 


POST-CARDS FOR COMMERCIAL 
PURPOSES. 

Str REGINALD HANSON (London) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master-General, whether any decision has 
yet been arrived at as to the provision of 
a large-sized thin inland post-card for 
commercial purposes. 


THIN 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr.  HANbury, 


Preston): The question is now under 
consideration, and | hope to be able to 
arrange for the provision of such a post- 
card. 


THE EAST CENTRAL DISTRICT POST 
OFFICE STAFF. 

Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, S8.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether a reply can now be given to the 
petition forwarded to him in August, 
1897, by the staff of the Eastern Central 
District Post Offices (countermen and 
telegraphists) ? 

Mr. HANBURY: This memorial has 
now been answered. Among other points 
the memorialists asked for an increase in 
the number of superior appointments, and 
the number of overseers was increased on 
the 7th instant. 


NEWBLISS POST OFFICE MESSENGER. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, if 
a recently appointed messenger to the 
Newbliss Post Office is paid the salary of 
3s. 6d. a week ; and, what are the duties 
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this messenger has to perform, and upon 
what test was the salary of 3s. 6d. a week 
based. 

Mr. HANBURY: There is no 
messenger employed at the Newbliss Post 
Offiee at the salary named. The Sub- 
Postmaster of Newbliss receives an allow- 
ance of 3s. a week to provide for the con- 
veyance of certain mail bags between the 
post office and the railway station. 
Inquiry is being made as to the time 
occupied and the adequacy of 
allowance. 


Questions, 


LIMERICK SORTING CLERKS. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 


I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether a decision has been arrived at by 
the Department whereby two acting sort- 
ing clerks at Limerick, with eight years’ 
useful service, have been served with 
notice of dismissal owing to their inability 
to qualify in telegraphy at a very advanced 
age ; whether this is to be understood as 
the final settlement of the case of the 
officials concerned ; and will the Post- 
master-General reconsider his decision, in 
view of the fact that the officials referred 
to entered the Post Office service under 
the disamalgamation scheme and were not 
called upon co learn telegraphy until they 
were 23 years old, and place those officers 
with such a lengthened connection with 
the Department on the establishment 
without the necessary telegraphic qualifi- 
cations. 

Mr. HANBURY: The acting sorting 
clerks referred to are those who were 
required, in accordance with the rules of 
the service, to qualify in telegraphy 
before being placed on the establishment ; 
they were informed as far back as June, 
1897, that they could not be retained in 


the service if they failed to qualify, | 


Although they have since been granted 
further opportunities to qualify they have 
‘ not become efficient in telegraphy, and 
have been definitely informed that their 
service as acting sorting clerks must be 
discontinued, but they have been offered 
nominations as postmen, which they have, 
however, declined. The eldest of these 
persons of “very advanced age” is 25. 
Other candidates under similar con- 
ditions with respect to age and service 
have been able to obtain the necessary 
qualifications, and there would be no 
justification for appointing the two 
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officers in question without such 
qualifications. They have been treated 


with great consideration, and the case is 
now finally settled. 


STATE AID FOR THE BLIND. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On behalf of 
the hon. Member for Dublin (St. Patrick’s) 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether his 
attention has been drawn to a meeting 
of the blind recently held in Dublin ; 
and whether the Government intend to 
introduce a measure to provide State aid 
for the blind in Great Britain and Ireland 
similar to that provided by Continental 
Governments. 

Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: By the 
courtesy of the hon. Member I| have seen 
a report of the recent meeting in Dublin 
of the National League of the Blind. The 
matter is not one which concerns specially 
my Department, and I am afraid I can 
only say that I am not aware that there 
is on the part of the Government any 
intention to introduce a measure such as 
that indicated. 


CASTLETOWN BEREHAVEN PIER. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalf of 
the hon. Member for St. Patrick’s Division 
of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief Secretary 
to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether the Irish Board of Works have 
taken any steps with regard to the silting 
up by quarry owners of the pier at Castle- 
town Berehaven; and whether he can 
state what has been done to preserve the 
pier in a condition suitable for the trade 


‘of the district and the shipment of fish. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In November 
last the Board of Works caused this pier 
to be inspected, and directed the attention 
of the Grand Jury to the necessity of 
removing an accumulation of silt in the 
harbour. The Grand Jury at the March 
Assizes granted the sum of £100 for the 
purpose ; inquiry will be made whether 
the work has been carried out. Inquiries 
made at the inspection in November 
tended to show that the silting did not 
arise from the action of the quarry 
owners, as alleged, but from the practice 
of depositing general rubbish along the 
foreshore, which was calculated to increase 
the rate at which silting would naturally 
take place at one side of the pier. The 
local authorities are, therefore, interested 
in preventing a continuance of this prac- 
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tice so far as possible. The duty of main- | 
taining the pier in a condition suitable for 
its original purpose now rests with the 
County Council. 


Private Legislation 


THE VICAR OF ST. MICHAEL'S, 
SOUTHAMPTON. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he is aware that the Rev. J. W. J. J. 
Danbury, whom the Lord Chancellor has 
appointed to the vicarage of St. Michael’s, 
Southampton, is a member of the Con- 
fraternity of the Blessed Sacrament ; and 
that the wearing of sacrificial vestments 


and other illegal practices were notoriously | 
in use at the church of which Mr. Dan- ! 


bury was the curate; and whether, in| 
view of the Resolution of the House of | 
the 11th April, it is still possible to re- | 
scind this appointment. 

THe FIRST LORD or tue TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I understand the reverend gentle- 
man to whom the hon. Member refers 
belongs to no association except the 
English Church Temperance Association. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC—THE 
BLOEMFONTEIN CONFERENCE. 

Mr. GALLOWAY: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether Her 
Majesty’s Government have yet come to 
any decision with regard to the new 
situation which has arisen in the Trans- | 
vaal owing to President Kruger’s rejec- 
tion of the proposals for a settlement of 
the franchise question suggested by Sir 
Alfred Milner at the Bloemfontein Con- 
ference. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
statement to make upon Transvaal policy 
in addition to that which was made on 
Friday last by my right hon. friend the | 
Secretary for the Colonies. | 

BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. | 

Str CHARLES CAMERON : I beg to | 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury when | 
it is proposed to proceed with the) 
Telegraphs (Telephonic Communication, | 
&e.) Bill. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: There are 
three or four questions with regard to | 
public business in connection with Bills 
yet to come before the House, but I can | 
make no statement at the present time | 
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knows, the business for the week is fixed. 


To-day we take the Scotch Private Bill 


Procedure Bill ; to-morrow we shall take 
the Third Readings of the two Bills upon 
which the Report stage is finished, the 
London Government Bill and the Finance 
Bill ; Wednesday is a private members’ 
day ; on Thursday we propose to take 
the discussion on the Indian Sugar 
Bounties ; and on Monday next, if the 
Scottish Private Bill Procedure Bill is not 
finished, we shall continue with it. It is 
also possible that on Monday I may have 
to ask the House to give us further 
facilities for Government business, and in 
making the request I shall make such a 
statement on business as I am able to do. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
What Supply will be taken on Friday ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Scotch Esti- 
mates, beginning with the Education 
Vote. 


Mr. CHANNING: When will [the 
next stage of the Food and Drugs Bill be 
taken 4 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That falls 
under the general category of questions 
to which I have already referred. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): When 
does the right hon. Gentleman propose to 
take the Colonial Loans Fund Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I stated last 
week that I understood it was important 
that the Bill should be proceeded with to- 
day, and that it would, at the cost of some 
inconvenience, have to take precedence ; 


but further consultation with my right 


hon. friend the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has shown that it can be put off, 


'and I will not make an abortive state- 


ment upon it now. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): When is it intended to take the 
Undersized Fish Bill ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


taken after Twelve o'clock. 


It may be 


| PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 


(SCOTLAND) (EXPENSES). 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 


in regard to these Bills, for, as the House | ment, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 
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ment, of any remuneration, allowances, and 
expenses that may become payable under any 
Act of the present session to provide for im- 
proving and extending the procedure for 
obtaining Parliamentary powers by way of 
Provisional Orders in matters relating to 
Scotland.”—(Sir William Walrond.) 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): I beg to move to omit the 
word “remuneration” from the Resolu- 
tion. I am quite aware that this is only | 
an enabling resolution, but I am anxious 
at the earliest moment to make it known 
what is the attitude I desire to take upon 
this Bill. I am not hostile to the 
principle of the Bill, but my objection is 
to setting up, by means of this measure, 
an extra-Parliamentary Commission of 
salaried officials, Without desiring to 
prejudge discussion of the Bill, I think its 
legitimate purpose would be met by con- 
fining the resolution to allowances and 
expenses. 


Private Legislation 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ remuneration.’ ”’— 
(Mr. Thos. Shaw.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the word ‘remuneration’ stand part 
of the Resolution.” 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. G. 
Murray, Buteshire): I hope this will not 
be pressed. This Resolution merely 
enables the Committee to do certain 
things, and even if it is passed in its 
present form it will leave the situation 
precisely the same so far as the proposals 
of the Bill are concerned. When the Bill 
is in Committee it will be in order for 
my hon. and learned friend to move to. 
strike out the clause which provides for 
the remuneration of certain of the Com- 
missioners. It would be very inconvenient 
at this stage to discuss competing 
schemes. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): In all the 


Bills hitherto brought forward the pro- 


posal has been to have a paid Commission, 
but under this Bill the Commision will be 
partly paid and partly unpaid. If 
Members of either House sit on the 
Commission they are not to be paid, but 
all outsiders are to receive remuneration. 
I think this is a bad principle; they 
either all ought to be paid, or none should | 
receive payment for the work done. In 
the past the Committee have done the 
work without payment, and, seeing how | 


VOL, LXXI, — [Fourts Serizs, ] 
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| satisfactorily that principle has worked, I 
| protest against setting up a paid Com- 
mission. I believe, however, that the 
Lord Advocate has on the Paper an 
Amendment which meets us half way, 
and under the circumstances I think it 
would be better to postpone the fight 
until we come to that Amendment. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH (Lanark, Partick) : 
I understand that the Resolution provides 
not only for the remuneration of the 
Commissioners, but also for that of 
the clerks and other officials who will 
have to be paid whatever scheme may 
eventually be adopted ; I hope, therefore, 
the Amendment will not be pressed. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I beg to ask 
leave to withdraw it. 


| *Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, E.) : 

_Asan English Member, I wish to enter 

an emphatic protest against the proposal 
of this Bill to cheapen Private Bill 
procedure for Scotland by throwing part 
of the costs on the general taxpayer. 
Any scheme that may be adopted for that 
purpose should be applicable to the whole 
of the United Kingdom, and not merely 
to Scotland. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Original Question put and agreed to. 


Resolved, That it is expedient to autho- 
rise the payment, out of moneys to be 
provided by Parliament, of any remunera- 
tion, allowances, and expenses that may 
become payable under any Act of the 
present session to provide for improving 
and extending the procedure for obtain- 
ing Parliamentary powers by way of 
Provisional Orders in matters relating to 
Scotland. 


Resolution to be reported To-morrow. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 

Order for Committee read. 

Captain SINCLAIR (Forfar): I rise 
to move the Resolution which stands in 
my name, 7.¢.— 


“ That it be an instruction to the Committee 
that 7 have power to extend the scope of 


the Bill to include the remainder of the 
United Kingdom,” 
2I 
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I wish to extend the benefits of this | 
measure beyond the confines of Scotland. 
I desire that it may apply to the. 
remainder of the United Kingdom. Ido 
not think that this proposal is in any way 
in conflict with the principle of the Bill, 
for the Lord Advocate has told us that it 
can be so extended without any infringe- 
ment of the principle embodied in it. 
I do not see anything in the circumstances 
of Scotland, or in the expression of 
Scottish opinion, to justify the limitation 
of such a measure as this to Scotland 
alone. The Bill confers no distinct en-_ 
largement of powers upon Scotland, and 
does not in any way interfere with the 
existing procedure in regard to Provi- 
sional Orders, but it does propose, prac- , 
tically, to place Scotch Private Bill 
legislation in the hands of people not con- 
nected with Parliament. 1 think it is 
exceedingly unfair to lay upon Scotland 
and Scottish opinion the responsibility 
for this measure. An attempt has been 
made to justify the application of this 
Bill to Scotland alone by pointing out 
that it is only from that country that a 
desire for it has come. Moreover, while 
you are adding nothing to the privileges 
of Scotland, you are directly taking away, 
by this Bill, the power of Parliament over 
legislation of this kind. You are saying 
that in future, instead of going to Par- 
liament as hitherto for these powers, you 
must in the first instance go to the Sec- 
retary for Scotland. You are going to 
give no option whatever of making use 
of the new procedure or of proceeding 
under the old system. I do think that 
such option ought to be reserved to the 
promoters of Scottish Private Bills. You 
are making a serious change in the present 
system, and there is no doubt that these 
local inquiries will involve increased 
expense. It is, therefore unfair, that the 
whole responsibility for the change should 
be thrown upon public opinion in Scot- 
land. The root of my objection to thé 
Bill is its limitation to Scotland. I wish 
to rebut the claim which has been put 
forward that the expression of public 
opinion in Scotland has been sufficient to 
justify the making of this experiment in 
that country alone. Of the Scottish local 
authorities, which number from 200 to 
300, there are only about 50 which have 
expressed any opinion at all on this 
measure, and I do not think that the 
expression of opinion at all justifies the 
proposal of the Government. Further, I 


Captain Sinclair. 
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would like to point out that the Bill is 
extremely vague upon the most important 
and crucial points of its procedure. For 
instance, there is the question of the 
tribunal. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is discussing the merits of 
the Bill as it applies to Scotland. That 
point does not arise at present. The 
question under debate is whether the Bill 
should be extended to the rest of the 
United Kingdom. 


Captain SINCLAIR: It was not my 
intention to express any opinion on the 
merits of the tribunal. I only wanted to 
remind the House that this very crucial 
point has not been adequately dealt with. 
I believe that the Lord Advocate, repre- 
senting the Government, has put down 
an Amendment in regard to this. 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! [ 
must ask the hon. Member to keep to 
the Amendment. 


CapTaAIn SINCLAIR: I am extremely 
sorry if, through ignorance or ineptitude, 
I have transgressed your ruling, Sir; I 
only wished to point out the extremely 
vague character of the measure. I would 
ask hon. Members to notice that it places 
an increased burden on Scotland, while it 
gives no adequate relief to this country, 
It substitutes for the machinery which at 
present exists for dealing with Private 
Bil! legislation a procedure which will be 
more costly, and which, at the same time, 
will afford very little relief to this House, 
to which, of course, the Commission will 
have to report all business of this kind. 
The question is whether the machinery 
you are setting up by this Bill can safely 
and properly be extended to the rest of 
the United Kingdom, and, while I am 
perfectly willing to see a system of devo- 
lution carried, I doubt whether this is 
machinery which can be safely extended. 
The whole burden of the report of the 
Joint Committee which thoroughly con- 
sidered this subject in 1888 was that any 
scheme which should be brought forward 
dealing with Private Bill legislation 
should not be a piecemeal scheme, but 
should be one general and common in its 
application to the whole of the United 
Kingdom. In that way only can we do 
_justice to the various interests of the 
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different parts of the United Kingdom, 
and give this House that relief which 
should be not the least of the benefits of 
any measure of this kind. It is ridiculous 
to say that in Scotland there is any spon- 
taneous demand for this measure, or any 
desire to have it as distinct from any 
other part of the United Kingdom. I 
have no wish, however, to defeat it. I 
only ask the House to seriously consider 
that it is proposing a great change, and I 
therefore beg to move the Instruction 
which stands in my name. 


Private Legislation 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 

“That it be an Instruction to the Committee 
that they have power to extend the scope of 
the Bill to include the remainder of the United 
Kingdom.” —(Captain Sinclair.) 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I desire to second the Instruction. I 
do so, first, on the ground that the griev- 
ance is the same whether in England, in 
Scotland, or in Ireland. That grievance, 
Itake it, is the expense of the present 
system, and it is felt just as keenly by 
municipalities in remote parts of England 
and Ireland as it is in Scotland. The 
absence of local inquiry is also as strongly 
objected to, and the demand for it comes 
just as strongly from Ireland as it does 
from Scotland. Therefore, the grievance 
is the same, and the remedy is the same. 
My second point is that the bulk of the 
precedents in recent Parliamentary history 
have been in favour of general legislation 
on these matters, and it would not, there- 
fore, be wise to limit to Scotland alone a 
proposal which should apply to the 
whole of the United Kingdom. In 


1883, and again in 1888, when this 
question was discussed, it was gene- 


rally agreed that the subject should he 
treated as one which concerned the whole 
of the United Kingdom, and it is only 
since then that Bills have been introduced 


_ dealing with Scotland alone. In 1892 the 


First Lord of the Treasury recognised the 
fact that the question was one which 
affected Ireland in an equal degree ; and 
we have even had from the Lord Advocate 
himself, in the course of the Second Reading 
Debate on this Bill, a virtual admission of 
the principle for which I am contending, 
as he told us he agreed that this was a | 
House of Commons question rather than 
a Scottish question. Upon the grounds, 
then, of the similarity of the grievance, and 
that precedents hitherto have been in 
the direction of not legislating for Scot- 


‘ 
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|land separately, I strongly urge the 
Government to agree to extend the pro- 
visions of this Bill to the rest of the 
United Kingdom. If the measure is a 
bad one, it should not apply to Scotland 
at all ; and if it is a good one, why should 
not the rest of the kingdom have the 
benefit of it ? 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I think that 
both the hon. and gallant Member who 
moved the Instruction and the hon. Mem- 
ber who seconded it will recognise that I 
have always been very much in sympathy 
with a great many of the remarks which 
they have made, and I quite look forward 
to the time when it will be found that 
the procedure initiated by this Bill will 
have met with so much success in Scot- 
land as to justify its adoption by the rest 
of the United Kingdom. As I said in 
my speech on the Second Reading, we 
have been careful to so cast the Bill as to 
enable us afterwards without difficulty to 
adapt its procedure to other parts of the 
kingdom. There is a very high authority 
for the proposition that there is a time 
for all things; but I do not think the 
time has yet arrived for extending this 
Bill as proposed by this Instruction. I do 
not know any course by which the Bill 
could be more effectively wrecked than by 
the passing of this Instruction. The idea 
of some reform of Private Bill procedure 
has long been in the forefront of discus- 
sion in Scotland ; it has there occupied a 
practical position which it has not occu- 
pied in other parts of the United King- 
dom. Perhaps I should make some little 
exception on behalf of Wales. But this 
I may say: the mind of the English people 
is not familiarised with the proposals con- 
tained in the Bill, and until that comes to 
pass I think hon. Members must be con- 
tent to take what is admittedly to a cer- 
tain extent an experiment in Scotland 
alone. That country is ready for this 
Bill, and I do not think that that can be 
said of any other part of the United 
Kingdom. I hope the two hon. Members, 
after the Bill has proved to be a success, 
will have the satisfaction of saying that 
Scotland has been the pioneer in this 
matter. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The right hon. Gentle- 
man thinks apparently he is paying a 


compliment to Scotland by his action in 


this matter, when he declares that this is 


212 
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an experiment to be tried in Scotland for | 
| business than elsewhere. 


the benefit of the other portions of the 
United Kingdom. 
doing things piece by piece or is regarded 
as the insertion of the thin end of the 
wedge, at all events the proposals of the 
Government as embodied in the Bill are 
open to the observation that, on a matter 
which is common to the three kingdoms, 
one part has been selected for the experi- 
ment, aiid for no very obvious reason. 
The subject is a very large one, and 
ought not to be dealt with in a Bill ex- 
clusively relating to any particular part 
of the United Kingdom. There is, I 
think, from that point of view, some 
force in what my hon. friends have 
urged. But, while [ have a great deal of 
sympathy with what they have said, I 
confess that I do not see that their argu- 
ments, after all, very strongly support 
the Instruction which we are discussing. 
The Motion before us is to extend the 
operation of this Bill to the rest of the 
United Kingdom. If my hon. friend had 
made the speech he has just delivered on 
the Motion for the Second Reading, and if 
he had then suggested that no Bill would 
be satisfactory which did not apply to all 
three parts of the United Kingdom, I 
could have understood his position. But 
he now desires to extend the operation 
of a Bill which he does not like to the rest 
of the United Kingdom, and although he 
and his colleagues may be quite justified 
in pointing out the disadvantages of the 
methods which the Government have 
chosen to adopt, I hardly think that they 
have made out a strong case for this 
Motion. No doubt there has been a 
strong desire in Scotland for action in 
this direction, but the difficulty has been 
as to the machinery to be decided upon. 
There are certain classes of people in 
Scotland who have acclaimed each of the 
successive Bills as almost the work of 
superhuman wisdom, and they have loudly 
denounced all those who have thought it 
necessary to point out the least fault. 
to this particular Bill, let us hope that in 
the course of the discussion we may 
improve it and bring it into harmony with 
our desires to a greater extent than it is 
now. If we do so, ultimately we may 
extend the same system to the rest of the 
country. I am not at all sure that it is 
capable of that extension. There is 
another point, which is that in choosing 
Scotland as the field of experiment the 
Government have chosen the very quarter 


Sir H,. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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As | 


expression of opinion in favour of it 
| The only argument in favour of the Ia- 
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is less of this sort of 
The amount of 
this sort of legislation in Scotland is 
very small as compared with England, and 


where there 


in that respect this Bill can hardly be a 


very conclusive experiment. I notice that 
in the Convention of Royal Burghs, which 


| have always been strong advocates of this 


new system of legislation, the best that 
has been said of it is that it would be well 
to take it with its faults, that it may be 
amended, and that at least we shall be 
able to see how it will work That is not 
very inspiring, I should imagine, for the 
supporters of the Bill. Ican only express 
the hope that my hon. friend will allow 
us to get into Committee on the Bill in 








order that we may make the best measure 
we possibly can of it. 


Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy) : I confess 
I cannot understand why this Bill has 
been brought forward at all, and I am 
sure that if it had been intended to apply 
to the whole of the United Kingdom it 
would not have had a ghost of a chance. 
Still, I am glad it has been brought for- 
ward. But Iam also glad that it does 
not apply to other parts of the United 
Kingdom. The principle of the Bill is 
good, and all Home Rulers are really in 
favour of it, because it embodies the 
principle of decentralisation. Our whole 
case in Scotland in regard to such ques- 
tions as Local Veto, the land question, and 
other matters in which we are interested 
is that we should be dealt with separately, 
and therefore our position ought to be 
“a separate Bill for Scotland.” If we can 
make the Bill good enough to be extended 
to the other parts of the United Kingdom, 
that is their business and not ours. There 
is good enough in the Bill to induce us to 
support the Government at the present 
stage, but when we get into Committee 
let us all do our best to harmonise the 
Bill according to our views. 


Mr. D. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon): 
As a Member for a Welsh constituency, 
I must oppose this Instruction. This 
boon which it is sought to confer on the 
other nationalities of the United King- 
dom is a boon for which they are not 
exceedingly eager, and there has been no 
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struction that I have heard of is that | 
the Bill is such a very bad one that Scot- | 
land ought not to have a monopoly of | 
its disadvantages, and that the other 
nationalities ought to take their share of 
the burden. I quite agree that it is a 
thoroughly bad Bill, and it is amazing to 
me how any Scotchmen can possibly sup- 
ort it. That, however, is a matter for 
Scotch Members themselves, and I would 
not have entered on the discussion had it 
not been for the suggestion that the Bill 
should be extended to Wales. I do not 
want this Bill to be extended to Wales, 
and I am sure there is not a_ parish 
council in the whole of Wales which 
would pass a resolution in support of it. 
[admit that there is a very crying 
grievance. The expense of Provisional 
Orders for water, gas, piers, &¢., amount 
to several -hundreds of pounds. The 
tariff is practically prohibitive. But that 
is not peculiarly a Scotch grievance ; it is 
a grievance that we want to redress in 
the House of Commons. Something has 
been said by the Lord Advocate in regard 
to the fact that the principle is good, and 
that there was as great a grievance in 
Wales to which the principle might at 
some future date be applied. There are 
a larger number of Private Bills and Pro- 
visional Orders from Wales this session 
than from the whole of Scotland ; but I 
do not think there is a single Welsh 
Member who has suggested that this is 
the way to deal with the grievance. There 
are two alternative plans for dealing with 
this question. The one is to constitute 
some sort of judicial tribunal. Well, that 
is a plan which would commend _it- 
self undoubtedly to several Members of 
the House, and there is a great deal 
to be said for it, for many 
of the questions to be decided in Pro- 
visional Orders are purely judicial. The 
alternative plan is to refer the matter to 
a democratic tribunal. But this Bill is 
neither the one thing nor the other ; it is 
a sort of mongrel half-breed measure. 
For my part, I cannot see how the Scotch 
Members can bring themselves to support 
the Bill; but I venture to say that if the 
Instruction is carried the only result will 
be that every Welsh Member will devote 
the whole of his spare time to draw- 
ing up Amendments to the Bill in order 
to obstruct its passing through the | 
House. 
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Bill considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 

Clause 1 :— 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): My object in moving the omission 
of the words “ public authority or,” in 
line 6 of page 1, is really to get some 
kind of definition of the words “ public 
authority.” I do not know whether 
“public authority” has been already de- 
fined ; but it certainly has not been defined 
in the Bill itself, and I should be surprised 
to find it defined in the Interpretation 
Act. I would remind the Lord Advocate 
that there is this special reason for great 
care being taken on this point—namely, 
that by this Bill we are going to set up a 
subordinate legislative authority, whose 
decrees or orders are to have the effect of 
an Act of Parliament, but only if they 
have complied absolutely with the con- 
ditions laid down by the Bill. An order of 
theirs would be in the same position—a 
position that does not apply to anything in 
our present system—as an Act passed by a 
State Legislature stands to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. It might 
turn out after the lapse of ten or a dozen 
years that it was no statute at all because 
it did not comply with the conditions of 


the original Act. It might, in fact 

fo) oD ’ 3 ’ 

prove to be absolutely witra — vires. 

For that reason, at this stage, we 
£e, 


should be particularly careful that we 
are not laying down words’ which 
may upset what people have been taught 
to believe is, in effect, though not in 
form, a statutory law. Therefore I ask 
the Lord Advocate what it is he holds is 
meant by “ public authority,” and whether 
there are not other words which would 
more fully express the meaning. I have 
been asked, for instance, if a railway 
company is a _ public authority. I 
do not know whether it is meant 
to be included in “ public authority or 
persons.” ‘ Person” would be included 
under the Interpretation Act, because 
railway companies under that Act are 
incorporations, and “person” includes 
incorporations. ‘ Person,” as I under- 
stand it, is either natural or artificial, and 
an artificial “ person ” is an incorporation. 
But all other groups of human beings 
who are not incorporated are simply col- 
lections of individuals. The words 
would appear to ke 


| surplusage, and I would suggest that it 


| 


Question put, and negatived. 


would be better to strike them out alto- 
gether. I beg to move. 
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Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 6, to leave out ‘public 

authority or.” ”—(Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 


Question proposed— 
“That the words ‘public authority or’ 
stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I was a little 
hit puzzled in reading the Amendment of 
the hon. Member to know whether it was 
really a drafting Amendment or whether 
he wanted to raise a substantial question 
as to whether the Bill should or should 
het apply to any public authority. I 
now find that it is a drafting Amend- 
ment, and so viewing it I am somewhat 
indifferent on the matter. I think the 
word “person,” in the singular, would he 
sufficient, because, with the aid of the 
Interpretation Act, either in its natural 
sense or as relating to a body corporate 
or incorporate, it would include every 
body. The object of the hon. Gentleman 
is that this Bill should apply to every 
body that has been hitherto, and is 
at present, able to apply to Parliament 
for leave to introduce a Private Bill. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: That 


is everybody. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: Yes, that is 
everybody. The reason why the drafts- 
man put “public authority or” into the 
Bill was that, as the hon. Member is 
aware, there has been a 
against legislation by reference to other 
Acts as to what is intended, and the man 
in the street reading the word “ person 
might think for a moment that it did not 
include “public authority.” Therefore 
it was more by way of indication than 
definition that the words “public au- 
thority ” were included. The words, 
however, are not really necessary, as the 
word “person,” in the singular, would 
cover everything desired. On the other 


hand, for the convenience of the ordinary , 


individual the words “ public authority 
or” would probably be more intelligible, 
and therefore the Bill has been framed 
in that way. If, however, there is a 
strong objection against them, I am 
perfectly willing that the words “ public 
authority or” should go out. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucester, Stroud): I 
doubt very much whether the word 
“person” includes a body corporate in 
the sense of a local authority. 


{COMMONS} 
| Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


familiar cry . 
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It has been pointed out to me that there 
‘may be unfortunate entities who are 
neither “ public authorities ” under the Act 
nor “persons.” For instance, there are 
| Water Commissioners and River Navi- 
gation authorities. The Clyde Trustees 
is a large case, but there was also the 
Board of Navigation of the Forth, and 
after that large body ceased to exist there 
was at Alloaa Board of Navigation for the 
area between Stirling and Alloa. It has 
been pointed out to me that it is doubtful 
‘whether that body is a “ public authority ” 
in the proper sense of the term. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The 19th Sec- 
tion of the Interpretation Act states that 
in every Act passed after that Act the 
expression “person” includes any body 
or person corporate or incorporate ; and, 
so far as I know, there is no body which 
is not corporate or incorporate. 


hon. 
press 


Dr. CLARK: I trust the 
Member for Dundee will not 
this Amendment, because if it is carried 
it will prevent the discussion of my 
Amendment, which is to omit the 
words “or persons,” in order to limit 
the Bill to public authorities only. If 
we are to introduce a system of | this 
kind tentatively, I think we ought to 
begin with the public authorities. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 
hon. Member asks me not to press my 
Amendment, in order that he may have 


” | an opportunity of moving his Amendment. 


I will not therefore proceed with it 


further. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I beg to move— 

“ After ‘authority’ in page 1, line 6, to insert 
‘other than a public authority seeking 
powers inconsistent with, or in addition to, the 
general law.’ ” 

, The Amendment is a very important one, 
and I trust the First Lord of the 
Treasury and the Lord Advocate will 
consider it. As the Bill stands, any 
matter which can now be dealt with by 

| Private Bill legislation comes under its 
provisions. What I propose is to prevent 
matters which are inconsistent with or an 

_ addition to the general law being dealt with. 

| It is very important that this House should 

not delegate to any subordinate authority 


\ 
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whatever the power of making any 
alteration in the general law. The 
matters which it is proposed to delegate 
include many important topics. During 
the recent discussions on the London 
Government Bill very many important 
questions were raised, and there is not 
one of them which could not be dealt 
with under this Bill. For instance, the 
criminal law might be altered as regards 
any municipality without this House 
being able to decide one way or the 
other. It is a very important matter 
that this House should not give up its 
power to legislate to any other tribunal. 
The House has taken extra care in this 
direction in connection with sanitary 
matters, and appointed the Police and 
Sanitary Committee to report if 
any provision were introduced into a 
private Bill inconsistent with or extend- 
ing the existing law. Then, again, with 
reference to franchise, proposed altera- 


tions might be relegated under the 
Bill to a Department—in this — in- 


stance the Secretary of State for Scot- 
land for the time being—and the same 
applies to difficulties that might arise 
between public interests on one side and 
private property on the other. Let me go 
further. Surely the Committee ought 
not to pass this clause in its present 
indefinite and indeterminate form. Let us 
ask ourselves if we intend to give an out- 
side tribunal power to alter the general law. 
If we do not, we ought to make it clear 
now. We ought to say that it is incon- 
sistent with our privileges and duties to 
delegate any such power to any such 
tribunal. What is the character of this 
proposed tribunal? Practically, as far 
as this House is concerned, it means the 
Secretary of State for Scotland. Of 
course, | am aware that the Chairmen of 
Committees have the power to decide 
whether a particular matter ought to 
be reserved, but that is no reason 
why we should delegate those powers 
to an outside tribunal. There are 
various matters connected with Private 
Bill legislation on which this House has 
more than once expressed its difference of 
opinion from that of the Chairmen. Asthis 
Bill stands many questions arising on 
unopposed Bills might be decided hy the 
Secretary of State for Scotland, and by no 
one else, and his fut would have the 
power of an Act of Parliament. Are we 


going to allow the criminal law to be 
altered in that way, or questions of fran- 


} 
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chise and sanitary and rating questions ? 

If not, then of course my Amendment 
ought to be accepted. Surely this House 
ought to distinguish carefully between 
judicial, administrative, and leg’s'ative 
questions. The proper duty of outside 
' tribunals is administrative, and, although 
certain judicial and legislative work may 
‘incidentally be conferred upon them, 
they are not proper bodies for purely 
judicial business, and a great deal of 
Private Bill business is judicial. As far 
as legislation is concerned, we ought to 
keep that power in our own hands with 
reference to what may be extremely im- 
portant points of principle. When this 
Bill was discussed on the Second Reading 
there was an opinion expressed on both 
sides of the House that the area within 
which we intended to delegate our legis- 
lative powers ought to be most clearly 
detined. But there is no definition in the 
Bill, and it seems to me to be one of the 
worst instances of the House not taking 
the care and trouble to find out what it 
intends to do, but simply leaving it to the 
Chairmen or to the outside tribunals to 
define for themselves instead of taking 
the definition from us. As to the 
question of devolution generally, | 
have always been in favour of proper 
devolution, and I have been misin- 
terpreted more than once when it 
was said that I was in favour of the pre- 
sent system and opposed to any reform at 
all. It is, however, to my mind, a ques- 
tion of great importance whether this 
House should give up its privileges and 
decline to carry out its duties. Many 
important principles have been introduced 
in connection with Private Bill legislation. 
For the Amendment which I now move 
I ask the support of all who think that 
we ought to keep our legislative authority 
in our own hands, or clearly define what 
we intend to delegate to any outside 
authority. 


Amendment proposed—- 

‘In page 1, line 6, after ‘authority,’ to insert 
the words, ‘other than a public authority seek- 
ing powers inconsistent with, or in addition to, 
the general law.”—( Ur. Cripps.) 


Question proposed— 

“That those words be there inserted.” 

Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I think the 
hon. Member must feel that I cannot 
accept this Amendment. The practical 
reason against it has been very well put 
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forward by the hon. Member for Dundee. 
If there were cases where scmething was 
proposed to be done absolutely different 


{COMMONS} 


| have known Bills to be rejected which 
| were practically unopposed because atten- 
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tion has been called by hon. Members 


from the existing law, then the Chairman | to some important principle contained in 


would say that they were matters which 
tould not be determined by the tribunal, 
and that they should be reserved for con- 
sideration, But under the hon. Member's 
proposal, where the whole thing had been 
zone into and passed, an action might be 
raised in a court of law, and it might 
be contended that the Provisional Order 
was not worth the paper on which it 
was written, because it ought not to 
have gone before the tribunal at all. 
That is, I think, a very practical objection. 
We are really not touching the privileges 
of Parliament at all in this matter. The 
hon. Member will remember that if a Bill 
is opposed the parties can come up here 
and have the matter submitted to the 
Chairmen of Committees of the two 
Houses. What is the security at the pre- 
sent moment that something totally incon- 
sistent with the general law is not 
introduced into a Private Bill? 


Mr. CRIPPS : The Police and Sanitary 
Committee was instituted for that very 
purpose. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The Police 
and Sanitary Committee has nothing to 
do with opposed Bills unless it is dis- 
covered that they contain something 
inconsistent with the 
The Police and Sanitary Committee has 
no say in the matter at all, although if 
they had they would have taken the same 
view as the Scotch Office has taken. So 
far as this Bil! is concerned, there is the 
same position upon the Report of the 
Government Department as there is in 
unopposed Bills. For all practical pur- 
poses I do not see any difference between 
the system to be set up by this measure, 
as to unopposed Bills, and the present 
system. I believe there is a proper check 
in this matter. I am not in favour of a 
subordinate tribunal introducing any 


matter inconsistent with Parliamentary | 


existing law. | 


‘selves the 


them. What would be the effect of 
this measure? The Secretary for Scot- 
land might pass a Provisional Order 
which would have the full effect of an 
Act of Parliament ; it would never come 
before this House at all, and there would 


| be no opportunity to call attention to its 


provisions. You make no provision what- 
ever as to the Orders and central Instrue- 
tions which are to have the effect of an Act 
of Parliament. You make no provision to 
have them laid upon the Table of this 
House, even after Twelve o'clock. You give 
all the power to the Secretary for Scot- 
land, and there is nothing to prevent him 
passing Bills of the most drastic character. 
That is the difference between this pro- 
cedure and the present system of dealing 
with Private Bills which ave unopposed 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: The formal objec- 
tion which the Lord Advocate raises to 
this Amendment is entirely without 
grounds, There are many things which 
ought not to be done at all here, among 
others the handing over of the duty of 
overlooking these measures to an out- 
side authority, without having the safe- 
guard of the general observation of Par- 
liament upon them. The duty of the 
Chairmen of Committees and the Speakers’ 
Counsel is to look through each Bill and 
see in what points it may alter the general 
law, and to bring such matters before the 
Unopposed Committee, who have to say 
whether that Bill shall come before the 
House or not. This House is extremely 
jealous of parting with these duties and 
relegating these matters to an outside 
tribunal. We have been extravagantly 
jealous of giving any fresh power, and now 
| it appears to me that we are going to put 
all this power into the hands of the Sec- 
retary for Scotland. I think we ought to 
specifically and in terms reserve to our- 
right to overlook these 
measures. 


procedure in unopposed measures, and I | 


think we are safeguarded against any such | 


contingency. 
Mr. CALDWELL 


is entirely overlooked. If any unopposed 
Bill comes before this House, there are the 
Second and Third Reading stages, and I 


Mr. A. G. Murray. 


(Lanark, Mid.): | 


There is one important safeguard which | 


Mr. CRIPPS: I would just like to 
| say one or two words in respect of what 
| was said by the Lord Advocate, because 
he appears to have failed to appreciate 
my argument. There is no question 
but that this House of Parliament does 
/exercise some power over unopposed 
—_— It is constantly exercised, and 
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what I desire is that this House should 
keep that control, not in isolated cases, 
but in every case. If this Bill passes, 
these matters will be taken away from 
the cognisance of the House and put 
under the control of an outside tri- 
bunal, and the machinery will be 
administered by 
Do not let it it be thought that you can 
give up by degrees your legislative autho- 
rity without the power and prestige of 
this House suffering; that prestige is 


based on our having this authority, on 


our keeping our privileges, and exercising 
the duties which are entrusted to us. 
The most important authority entrusted 
to this House is undoubtedly legislative, 
and I suggest that the Lord Advocate or 
the First Lord of the Treasury should see 
that at a future stage of the Bill there 
should be some decision in order to show 
that we are not parting with our legis- 
lative authority on matters of general 
law. I cannot help thinking—though I 
do not wish to be disrespectful to the 
Lord Advocate—that the Committee will 
be led unconsciously astray if they allow 
the Bill to be passed in its present form, 
and give up their legislative authority 
on a most important point. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I think the argument of my _ hon. 
and learned friend who has just sat 
down is a very strong justification 
for the position which some of us have 


assumed with regard to this matter, viz., 


that the House of Commons must not 
loosen its grip over Private Bill legisla- 
tion, whether it be opposed or unopposed. 
It is obvious from the conversation 
which has passed that the danger is of 


substantial changes in legislation being | 


introduced, perhaps unwittingly or in an 
underground manner, without the know- 
ledge or assent of the House. 
and learned Gentleman spoke of the 
necessity of our doing something to main- 
tain the prestige of Parliament. 


ment as the actual efficiency of Parlia- 


ment in doing the work it is appointed to | 


perform. Then, when I come to the 


words of the Amendment of my _ hon. | 


friend the Member for Caithness, I think 
there is a good deal of force in what I 


understood the Lord Advocate to say, | 


viz., that if you do insert these words it 


would give rise to any amount of wrang- | 


ling and litigation afterwards on questions 
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some outside court. | 


The hon. | 


I do not | 
care so much about the prestige of Parlia- | 
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| as to whether this power is or is not in- 
| consistent with, or in addition to, the 
general law. It seems to me to be almost 
impossible to find any definite words to 
'convey what we mean, because there are 
always loopholes for different views to be 
taken of what is to be done. The only 
protection we can have is, while maintain- 
ing all the other machinery, to reserve to 
the House of Commons, which peculiarly 
represents the general interests of the 
‘community, its legislative authority in 
these matters. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): It seems to me that the object 
my hon. and learned friend seeks to 
attain, would be best attained at a later 
stage of the Bill, when we proceed to the 
task of defining what are to he the 
powers of the Chairman of both Houses 
in respect of these matters. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Lord Advocate 
certainly surprised me—and I think some 
other Members of the House—when he 
described the present procedure as regards 
Bills containing proposals in excess of the 
general law, because the Sessional Order 
under which the Police and Sanitary 
Committee exists distinctly says that 
these Bills shall be committed to a special 
Committee if certain proposals exist in 
those Bills, and that independently of the 
existence or non-existence of opposition, 
We ought to be very careful that we do 
nothing whereby we sacrifice  Parlia- 
mentary control. 


Mr. URE (Linlithgow) : It appears to 
me that the Amendment is open to three 
objections, one of which, at all events, 
seems to be fatal. In the first place, if it 
is carried, then public authorities will be 
precluded from taking advantage of the 
new procedure whenever the powers they 
seek are said to be in any particular in- 
‘consistent with the general law. But 
“persons” would not be so fettered. The 
proposed limitation would obviously not 
apply to “persons” at all. As the 
|Amendment stands this would be the 
inevitable result; and therefore I am 
glad the Lord Advocate refused to give 
effect to an Amendment which would at 
‘least be an absurdity. In the second 
place, the hon. Member does not say what 
tribunal is to determine whether or not 
‘the powers sought are inconsistent with 
the general law. And this would result, 
| possibly, in resort being made to a court 
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of law to set aside an order after all the | 
trouble and expense of securing it had 

been incurred. In the third place, the re- | 
sult of accepting the Amendment would 

be to shut out from the new procedure 

any Order, however important and exten- | 
sive in its operation, if, in the opinion of | 
some tribunal unnamed, it proposed, it | 
may be in some small particular quite 
subordinate to its main purpose, to inno- 
vate upon the established law. Obviously, 
therefore, if the Bill is to be a really use- 
ful and valuable measure, the Amendment 
must be rejected. 
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| 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hants, N.): I should | 
like to warn the House against allowing 
any Committee to pass a Bill without 
reference to this House, because I am 
quite convinced that unless a particular 
clause in a Bill is opposed neither the 
Chairman of Committee nor the Members 
take the trouble to go into it at all. As 
I understand it, this Committee, consist- 
ing of Scotch Members, will pass these 
matters—-and very important matters, 
too, to Scotland-—-and there will be no 


opportunity for this House to assert its 
legislative independence whatever. I 


hope, therefore, the Lord Advocate will 
provide an opportunity for bringing any 
Bill, whatever it may be, back to this 
House subsequently, sothatifariy alteration 
should be required the House may have 
an opportunity of making the necessary 
amendment. I think myself that it isa 
great change in our procedure to take 
away the legislative power of this House. 
I admit that there are many matters that 
might be satisfactorily conducted by Com- 
mittees, but at the same time I do not 
like this House to lose touch of legislation 
altogether ; and if the Lord Advocate can 
see his way to put in some Amendment 
that will bring the Bills back to this 
House, so that the House may have an 
opporcunity of amending them where 
necessary, I think it would be well to 
introduce such an Amendment. 


Mr. CRIPPS: If the Lord Advocate 
will give the Committee an assurance 
that it is the intention of the Government 
to preserve as an ultimate resource the 
authority of this House when the general 
law is being altered, whether opposed or | 
unopposed, I will at once withdraw the 
Amendment. If neither the Lord Advo- | 
cate nor the First Lord of the Treasury | 
will give us that assurance, I shall be | 


Mr. Ure. 


{COMMONS} 


| place. 


‘in London. 
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bound to go to a Division, because I think 
the principle involved is one of great im- 
portance. 


THE FIRST LORDor THE TREASURY 
(Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, E.) : 
I hope my hon. friend will not go to a 
Division. I agree that the matter is one 
of importance, but the “method proposed 
by the hon. Gentleman is the very worst 
way to deal with it. Even those who 
most sympathise with the hon. Member 
must admit that he has raised the ques- 


|tion in the wrong way and the wrong 


The matter must come up again 
on the second clause, and certainly the 
Government will be disposed to put in 
words to make it perfectly clear that one 
of the things which the Chairmen will 
have to do will be to see that if any new 
principle is raised that principle is re- 
ferred to the House. Nobody is com- 
mitted, neither my learned triend nor 
anybody else, by the withdrawal of the 
Amendment, but if the House or the 
Committee is eager to come to a decision 
that decision should be upon the second 
clause rather than upon the first. 


Mr. CRIPPS: After what the First 
Lord of the Treasury has said, I beg 
leave to withdraw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. CLARKE: I now move an Amend- 
ment to limit the subjects to be handed 
over to this Committee to the class of 
people who desire to have them so handed 
over, so that the Bill will not apply 
to those who are strongly opposed to it. 
According to the last Return, from 1887 
to 1897, 297 Bills came before the House 
from Scotland, practically 30 per year. Of 
those, 92, or about one-third, were railway 
Bills, 57 were from insurance, tramway, 


water, and various other companies, 
Church funds, universities, and chari- 
ties; 147 of the Bills came from 
local authorities, and local authorities 


have long been anxious to have local 
inquiries. They think local inquiries 
will be less expensive than inquiries held 
I, for one, would be very 
glad to see this experiment again tried. 
It was tried forty years ago, and was a 
failure ; and I am afraid that unless you 
modify your plans you will try it again 
and have another failure, because you will 
have local inquiries and local costs, and 
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then you will have another fight and more 
costs here. Under these circumstances, 
why not permit the people who desire 
this change to have it? During ten years 
town councils and local authorities applied 
for 70 Bills; railway, docks, and similar 
companies, for 20; and the conforming 
Provisional Orders issued under various 
Acts were 15, Nearly all these were 
from local authorities, and if this Amend- 
ment were adopted you could begin the 
system by giving it to the people who are 
very anxious to have it and try it ten- 
tatively. Railway companies do not 
desire it ; they think the inquiry here is 
much cheaper and more desirable than 
local inquiry ; but people complain that 
town councillors, baillies, and provosts 
come up here as deputations at large cost 
when they are not required. For the last 
20 years the agitation has been going on 
in Scotland to have local inquiry by local 
authorities for their purposes. The 
principle has been already adopted to a 
very large extent in three or four Acts 
which we have passed in the last ten 
years, in which sheriffs in Scotland have 
been empowered to do what previously 
was done only by this House. The prin- 
ciple of local inquiry is carried out more 
in Scotland than in England, and I do 
not at all object to its being carried 


out as far as possible, except that 
you must not, by giving these 
powers, change the law, — unless 
with the sanction of this House. When 


you are beginning a great change of this 
kind, why not do it in’ conservative 
fashion—bit by bit—and then, if it be 
successful, and the railway and other 
companies discover that, after all, local in- 
quiries are as efficient as and cheaper than 
the present system, it can be extended. 
When you are beginning such a system 
of devolution, you ought to begin with 
those who ask it, and not thrust it 
upon those who are opposed to it. I have 
never read any evidence that anyone except 
the local authorities desire the change, 
and if the Lord Advocate or the Govern- 
ment have such evidence I would be very 
glad to hear it. There was no such 
evidence brought before the Joint Com- 
mittee of the Lords and Commons in 
1888. The Lord Advocate has said that 
very often upstairs in our Committees 
the local people are wiped out, and are 
not considered. That is a reflection on 
the Committees of the House of Commons 
and the House of Lords, and I am not 


i 
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at all certain that your new Committees 
will consider them more. The way in 
which Committees of both Houses have 
heard, not only witnesses, but also 
counsel, has been the wonder of all who 
have knowledge of it. I hope the Lord 
Advocate will accept this Amendment, 
and confine the Bill to the class of people 
who are desirous of having it. There is 
a further point to consider. The local 
authorities ask for Orders, not for private 
gain, but for public purposes ; while all 
the other people that go for Orders do not 
want them for public purposes, but for 
private gain. Speculators in Scotland 
ought not to be placed in a different 
position from speculators in England, 
Wales, and Ireland. For public bodies 
who come for powers for public purposes 
which all can enjoy we ought to make 
the procedure as easy and as cheap as 
possible, but concessions and privileges 
should not be given to monopolists for 
private gain. A future Amendment will 
compel the Lord Advocate to have all 
these Orders made by him laid on the 
Table, and then we will be able to raise 
any question upon Orders which for 
any reason may not be satisfactory. 
This Amendment is merely to limit the 
sill to the class of people who desire it, 
and I beg to move it. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 1, line 6, to leave ont ‘ or persons.’ ’ 
—(Dr. Clark.) 


Question propose |— 


“That the words ‘or persons’ stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: One great 
object of this Bill, as we very well know, 
is to cheapen Parliamentary procedure, 
but it is said it will cheapen it for persons 
who are well able to pay. No doubt 
there are persons who would like to go for 
a Private Bill, but are deterred by the 
expense in one year, and they do not 
come forward for several years after- 
wards. The Amendment would greatly 
limit the application of the Bill, and 
although, no doubt, roughly speaking, 
public bodies more than private indivi- 
duals would take advantage of this pro- 
cedure, yet there is really no reason for 
leaving ‘private individuals out. There- 
fore I think the clause should stand as it 
i 


wR 
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Dr. CLARK: 


{COMMONS} 


I do not know much| You have got certain important conces- 
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about the financial portion of the Bill, but | sions as regards the management of the 


I can see nothing in the Resolution w hich | 
we have passed in the Committee to-day 
which will permit you to change unless 
ridiculous fees are being charged. Per- 
haps this will come up in another Amend- 
ment to make it permissive. I shall be 
very glad to further debate the matter 
then, so that perhaps it would be better 
to withdraw my Amendment now. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CRIPPS: There are only 
points I need mention in moving this 
Amendment, to insert “ other than rai!- 
way companies.” As far as_ railway 
companies are concerned, they desire 
convenience of procedure and cheapness. 
As regards the Light Railway Com- 
missioners, as far as the schemes are 
small ones there is provision already 
made for dealing with them. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 6, after ‘ persons,’ to insert 
‘other than railway companies.’ (Jr. 
Cripps-) 


Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: This matter 
has very often been debated before. I 
certainly object to deal with railway com- 
panies as privileged bodies. There are 
plenty of representatives in this House 
who are fully aware of the merits of rail- 
way companies, and I have no doubt rail- 
way companies are quite certain of not 
being done any injustice. Railway ques- 
tions are so far-reaching that I can 
scarcely conceive a railway Bill which 
would not, in the judgment of the Chair- 
man, be more appropriate for a Private 
Bill than for this procedure. But, at the 
same time, there might be Bills of such a 
simple character that no big interests are 


railway with reference to signals and 
other things, and with regard to the pur- 
chase of land, and I cannot conceive of 
any persons in Scotland who are anxious 
to promote a local railway not adopting 
the Light Railways Act procedure in 
ordur to construct a local line. Wh n 
you come to deal with any railway, every 
other railway company at once feels inte- 
rested in any possible extension, for they 
see in it the thin end of the wedge for 
increased competition. On these grounds, 


sia! seeing that the whole consensus of opinion 
Wo | 


is entirely against including these railway 
schemes, ‘and that no good object would 
be served, I think they should be excluded 
from this Bill during its cxperimental 
stage. If you find afterwards your system 
works well, arrangements can then be 
made to include these railway schemes ; 
but whilst things are in this experimental 
stage, and looking to the views which 
have been expressed on both sides of the 
House, I think we might fairly exclude 
them for the present. 


*Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrew, W.) : Fol- 
lowing the remarks made by the Lord 
Advocate, it seems to me that he admits 
that very few railway Bills will ever be 
dealt with under this Bill and by the new 
system; but as the new system will 
apply to all these Bills in their earlier 
stages, at all events the promoters will 
have to go through the conditions laid 
down by this Bill, and they will certainly 
be affected to that extent. Their notices 
and all matters of that kind will he 


‘affected, and it will really make a change 


involved, and such might go forward. I| 


prefer to leave the Bill as it is, feeling 
quite certain that these questions of rail- 
way policy would never be sent down by 
these Committees, but would be dealt 
with by the House, as they ought to be. 


| ing evidence. 


Mr. CALDWELL: The case of nol 


ways is provided for in two different ways. | 


| 


in regard to the manner in which the rail- 
way companies have to deal with the ques- 
tions they wish to bring before Parliament. 
I remember the evidence which you, Mr. 
Lowther, and the Chairman of Commit- 
tees in the House of Lords gave in Com- 
mittee on Private Bill Procedure (Scot- 
land) Bill, 1898. I do not remember what 
the precise number of Scotch Bills was, 
but I think it was something like 22, and 
in all the railway cases both Chairmen 
agreed that they would have to be dealt 
with by Parliament and not by the Com- 
mission. In answer to a question by 
myself, you, Mr. Lowther, gave the follow- 
Here is the question and 
answer :— 


“ (643.) I suppose you are actuated in that 
decision to some extent by the fact that it is 
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exceedingly desirable that the railway 
questions should be dealt with on the same 


lines all over the United Kingdom ?—Yes, | 


partly that, and also because of the magnitude 
of these railways. I do not say that 
our decision would be the same in the 
case of a small railway asking for power to 
construct a small piece of line; but here we 
have the Caledonian, the Glasgow and South- 
Western, the Great North of Scotland, and the 
North British, three of whom run into England, 
and have stations in England, and have 
enormous connections and lines which are 
worked by them, and running powers over 
other lines and so forth, and therefore all sorts 
of interests are or may be affected in con- 
nection with those Bills, which I thought could 
be better dealt with here than they could be at 
a local inquiry.” 


The right. hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Bodmin also put the following ques- 
tion to the Earl of Morley, the Chairman 
of Committees in the House of Lords— 


“ (1368.) So that the proposed system under 
this Bill, you think, could not be applied to 
railways with any security?-No. I would 
almost suggest (but it is not a suggestion I 
make with absolute confidence) whether all 
railways might not be taken out of the Bill. 
[ should not have made that suggestion if the 
Light Railways Act was not in operation. 
But, putting it only as a suggestion, would it 
not be sufficient to allow the smaller branches 
to be dealt’ with, if the promoters like, under 
the Light Railways Act, and take all the rail- 
ways out of the Bill ?” 


Those were the views expressed by the 
two Chairmen in regard to this matter, 
and I think, from the point of view of 
simplifying procedure and of making it 
easier for those who are promoting Bills 
in regard to railway matters, and who 
have now two courses open to them 

either to come under the Light Railways or 
come directly to this House—I think it is 
desirable that these railways should be 
excluded. I should certainly welcome 
the exclusion of railway Bills from the 
provisions of the Bill which we are now 
considering, because I do not believe that 
railway legislation ought to be dealt with 
separately, but ought to be dealt with as 
a whole and not simply as it affects the 
various parts of the United Kingdom. 
The conditions in regard to railway Bills 
ought to be the same for England, Ireland, 
and Scotland, and if a separate Commis- 


sion deals with questions with regard to | 


the working of our big railways in Scot- 
land, I think difficulties might arise in 
regard to their operations with English 
companies which would be very unde- 
sirable, and would not be in the public 
interest, 


{12 JUNE 1899} 
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| Mr. ROBERT WALLACE (Perth) : I 


| wish to join with other hon. Members in 
supporting the system recommended by 
the Government, and I should regret ex- 
ceedingly to see the operation of the Bill 
cut down in any way. The first clause is 
quite general, and it deals with all public 
authorities and all kinds of subjects. If 
any limitation be necessary, let us have 
such limitation placed upon the second 
clause, and leave the first clause in its 
present form, so that either the authority 
or a private person may apply for this 
order. If you wish to have this qualified 
in some way, you have the opportunity to 
do it upon the second clause, when you set 
out the conditions upon which the Chair- 
men are to refuse to make these Orders, 
Why are the railway companies to be 
placed in any exceptional circumstances 
in regard to other companies or persons ? 
If a railway company wish to pass some 
small measure and avoid the expense of 
coming to this House, why are they not 
to be allowed to take advantage of a Bill 
like this and obtain their Order in that 
way? I quite agree that, as a general 
rule, railway Bills will not come under 
the operation of this measure, because 
they are generally of such a magnitude 
that they will require to be dealt with by 
a Private Bill, and not by a Provisional 
Order ; but there is a clause which pro- 
tects and safeguards the interests of the 
railway companies, and I see no necessity 
in this clause for cutting down its opera- 
tion, and I trust that the Government 
will stand by the clause as it is. 


Mr. CRIPPS: In moving this Amend- 
ment my view was that this House ought 
to keep its control over these matters. 
There are a great many matters affecting 
the public interest in regard to railway 
Bills which ought not to be taken away 
from the cognisance of this House. As 
has been pointed out, and as has been 
given in evidence before the Committee, 
nearly all these railway Bills affect 
not only Scotland, but also England. 
But, quite outside that, I would not allow 
any railway company to take these Bills 
without the control of this House. If you 
once allow this power to go outside of this 
| House, we shall have no effective control 
as regards railway companies. What 
| has this House done in this respect 
for the last 40 or 50 years? Why, 
'it has had a contest with these rail- 
| way companies, and the result has been 
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that the House has put into railway Bills; sent here under the second clause of 


a large number of provisions in the public 
interest, and I want to preserve that 
power as against the railway companies, 
and I do not want them to have the 
power to go to the Secretary for Scotland 
or anyone else and ask him to give his 
consent to these schemes. When these 
concessions, which are of great value, are 
required the companies ought to be under 
an obligation to come to this House. Let 
me deal with the matter mentioned by 
the Lord Advocate. He asks, “ Why do 
you want this, because, under any cirecum- 
stances, these railway Bills will all be sent 
to this House?” If that is so, all we 
desire to do by this proposal is to make 
sure that our wishes are carried out. | 
believe a vast majority of the Members 
of this House are of the opinion that each 
railway Bill ought to be kept under our 
control, We ought to make that certain 
by legislation, but if you pass this Bill in 
its present form you have no further con- 
trol. Under this Bill the Chairmen or 
the Secretary for Scotland might pass all 
these Bills without the slightest control 
by this House, and such measures might 
introduce new principles as regards the 
rates to be charged to any particular 
trade, and this House would have no 
power to deal with the matter at all. If 
the Committee is of opinion that these 
railway matters ought to come before the 
House, then the Amendment which I pro- 
pose ought to he adopted, 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, §.): I think 
the persons who are brought here by the 
railway companies are those whom we 
have most of all to consider. The rail- 
way companies are able to bear the cost 
of coming to Parliament, but the people 
for whom we desire to cheapen this proce- 
dure are those persons who are compelled 
to come to Parliament to protect their 
own rights and interests when they are 
threatened by a railway company, and 
they are put to great expense in conse- 
quence. As regards many of the other 
arguments of the hon. Member for Stroud, 
they apply equally to other bodies as well 
as to railway companies. It is quite true 
that we part with some of our eontrol, 
but the House has affirmed by the Second 
Reading of the Bill that it is agreeable 
to part with that control. I should say 
that upon the balance of the evidence 
upon the whole matter it is perfectly clear 
that all important railway Bills must be 


Mr. Cripps. 


this Bill, and it is also clear that light 
railways will be obtained from the Light 
Railways Commissioners. Consequently 
there remains only a comparatively small 
number of cases, such as questions of small 
extensions of a railway system, which, if 
desirable, might be dealt with under this 
Bill. Therefore, the balance of argument 


"appears to me to be in favour of the con- 


tention of the Lord Advocate. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It should be borne 
in mind that, as regards large railway 
Bills, everyone knows perfectly well that 
they must come before this House. I 
think it is a very unfortunate thing that 
the notices and advertisements provided 
by the Standing Orders are no longer to 
apply to a single railway Bill in Scotland, 
no matter how important, although that 
Bill must in the nature of things come 
before this House. Every Bill, however 
important, must go through this pro- 
cedure and must have its notices and 
advertisements, and if you adopt the 
Amendment you avoid all that complica- 
tion as to notices and advertisements 
between the procedure under the Bill and 
proceeding under the Standing Orders of 
the House. You are establishing a new 
precedent which is simply to be an 
experiment, but I think that every rail- 
way company, whether in Scotland, Eng- 
land, or Ireland, ought to be under the 
same law with regard to notices and ad- 
vertisements, and the procedure ought to 
be uniform in all cases. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
Upon this subject I find myself in agree- 
ment with my hon. friend the Member 


for Perth. It seems to me that a great 
deal of fuss is being made about a 
comparatively small matter. I do not 
deny that this Bill contains principles of 
great magnitude ; but the operation of the 
measure will be very limited indeed. I do 
not suppose that there will be probably 
more than some 20 Bills affected if this 
measure be carried out in its entirety. I 
will state my views upon this point with 
extreme brevity. In my opinion, so long 
as an innovation upon the general law is 
guarded against, I see no reason why 
Bills of the character objected to by the 
hon. Member for Stroud should not be 
referred to the tribunal which is about 
to be set up by this Bill, always assuming 
‘that that tribunal is composed of a panel 
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which has the confidence of this House. 
That is my opinion, and I hope that the 
Lord Advocate will resist this Amendment, 
and any other Amendment of a similar 
character which proposes to cut down the 
scope of this Bill. The people of Scotland 
know very well how to manage their own 
affairs ; and, if I may say so with respect, 
I think they can manage them better than 
people who are not in sympathy with 
them, and who have not the same know- 
ledge of local affairs. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Before 
the House disposes of this Amendment I 
should like to say that I think the 
strongest argument is that which was 
mentioned in the concluding part of the 
last observation made by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Stroud, for [ think there is a good 
deal of force in what he said. There may 
be such a thing as an unopposed railway 
Bill. I will ask my hon. friends who are 
opposing this Amendment whether they 
think it is desirable that an unopposed 
railway Bill should become law without 
this House intervening in any sort of way, 
possibly without any inquiry, andsimply by 
tl e consent of theSecretary forScotland and 
tLe Chairmen of Committees. It may seem 
tiat [am speaking now rather selfishly, 
and in the interests of an Amendment ot 
mine lower down on the Paper, but my 
contention is that unopposed Bills ought 
to be excluded from this Bill altogether. 
[ hope my hon. and learned friend will 
insert some provision to provide for what 
I consider is the strongest part of the 
case which he has laid before the Com- 
mittee. 


Mr. DALZIEL: We are very desirous 
that these tribunals shall become more 
important and more powerful as time goes 
on, and while I do not want to shut the 
door against any railway company, I want 
to leave it open so that when the time 
comes when this system works well it will 
be possible to give greater powers. I can- 
not understand why my hon. friend should 
want unopposed Bills to come to this 
House. So far as I am concerned, I think 
the opinion in Scotland is that we want 
as many facilities as possible to get Bills 
through without coming before this 
House ; and I think this is a sound demo- 
cratic principle. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: There is one thing | 


which detracts a great deal from the im- 
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portance of this Amendment, and it is 
that nearly every railway Bill will not go 
through under this procedure, but will 
go to the Chairmen of Committees, 
and the ultimate control will be reserved 
for them. I agree that it is not satis- 
factory to cut out one particular class of 
3ills in the manner proposed by the 
Amendment, and I suggest to my hon. 
friend that the object which he has in 
view on the point he is raising might be 
better proposed on an Amendment which 
stands in my name, which gives the pro- 
moters of all Bills the option of coming 
before the House. 


Procedure (Scotland) Bill. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.) : There 
might be private individuals who would 
certainly object to having their cases 
dea't with in this way, and I am 
sure that this proposal would effect a very 
drastic change. 


Dr. CLARK: In regard to the ques- 
tion of cost, you do not consider at all 
the cases of poor persons who are com- 
pelled to come to this House to defend 
their interests, and who are dragged here 
by the action of the railway companies. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I agree that the grievance is not so very 
great as far as the chief Scottish railway 
Bills are concerned, for they are nearly 
always opposed by one or other of the 
competing lines. Therefore I do not 
think, in this respect, there is much of a 
grievance to the general public so far as 
these railway schemes are concerned. I 
cannot, however, bring myself to vote for 
words which would absolutely shut out all 
railway Bills from the operation of this 
measure, for there might be some case 
arise in which it is conceivable that a 
railway company would not compete with 
or excite the opposition of any of the 
great Scottish railway companies. 


Mr. CRIPPS: Having regard to the 
course of the Debate, I will ask leave to 
withdraw my Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. CLARK: I do not wish to propose 
the Amendment which I have on the 
Paper, but I should like to ask the Lord 
Advocate why it is proposed to limit the 
clause to the right which we have at 
| present, for there may be future rights, 
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Mr. A. G. MURRAY: We only deal ! the new tribunal, but would be brought 
with the present when we define the here under the present course of procedure, 
scope of the Bill. 'and that 8 out of the 21 Bills promoted 
‘last Session would have been kept here. 

Mr. CALDWELL: It might be held Seeing that in most of the cases the views 
that there was a limited power here. I of the promoters of the Bill would corre- 
ean conceive of certain things which Par- | spond with the views of the Chairmen of 
liament does not deal with, and which are | Committees, that the Bill is suitable to be 
not dealt with by Private Bill legislation | dealt with here, why not allow the pro- 
at the present moment. I think you  moters their choice from the first, and so 
ought to make the powers as wide and | avoid all complications, and different sets 
comprehensive as possible, and I move to ! of notices and deposits? Another objec- 
leave out the words “at present.” I tion tomaking the scheme optional was the 
would leave out the words “at present” argument used by the right hon. Member 
so as to cover the future in the event of for Aberdeen, who spoke on behalf of the 
the powers under the Bill being extended | small objector ; but we know, as a fact, 
by Parliament. that large railway schemes, and other big 
improvement schemes in which the small 
Amendment proposed— objector is concerned, would certainly be 
9, to leave out the words ‘at brought here, and his position would re- 
main exactly as it is at present. I think 
it would remove a great deal of the diffi- 

Question proposed— culty which besets the Bill if we began, at 

“That the words ‘at present’ stand part of any rate, by making it optional. More- 
the clause.” over, we are accustomed to have 

4 ‘optional schemes, and you would 
Mr. A. G. MURRAY: It really cannot not have the risk of bringing under 
make the slightest difference. the new tribunal Bills that are not 
fitted for it. The Parliamentary Bills 
Committee of the Glasgow Corporation 
are strongly of opinion that the Bill should 
not be compulsory in the first instance, 


“In page 1, line 
present.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: The object of my 









Amendment is to make the adoption of 
the procedure under the Bill optional. It 
is clear that there are many cases in which 
this Bill would be a great convenience, but 
there are a great many other cases in 
which it is confessed, on all hands, that it 
will not be suitable and that a return 
will have to be made to the present 
procedure. The question is, how you are 
going to decide these two classes of cases. 
According to the scheme of the Bill they 
are to be decided by the Chairmen of 
Committees. It seems to me that, in the 
first instance, at any rate, it would 
relieve a great deal of the complexity and 
difficulty if you were to leave the matter 
optional, and allow those who wanted 
to proceed by Private Bills to do so. 
Last year the strongest objection against 
this proposal was that it would de-| 
prive the new tribunal of its importance | 
if you took away from it what would pro- | 
bably be the largest measures that could | 
come before it. The evidence before the | 


Select Committee last year went to show | 
that under the Bill as it stands at present 
more than a third of the measures, com- | 
prising all the largest, would not go before | 






and that it should be in the option of the 
promoters to proceed by Private Bill pro- 
cedure. Following the very frequent 
course of this House, we should begin by 
making the procedure optional, and then 
after some experience the question could 
be decided whether it was wise to make 
‘it compulsory. I therefore move that the 
word “may ” be substituted for “ shall.” 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 10, to leave out the word 
‘shall, and insert the word ‘may’ instead 
thereof.” —(Mr. Parker Smith.) 


Question proposed— 


“That the word ‘shall’ stand part of the 
clause,” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY : This matter was 
discussed both last year and the year 
before, and I do not think my opinion of 
it has ever wavered. The clause as it 
stands has been drawn entirely in the 
interest of the small objector. We were 
never under the hallucination that there 
would not be many Bills reserved for con- 
sideration by Committees in this House, 
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and where the small objector will be con- | it is to compel corporations to adopt this 


stantly brought up to Westminster. 
That is a misfortune to the small 
objector, which, however, is inevitable. 
It is a principle of this Bill that there are 
certain subjects that ought to be proceeded 
with not by Provisional Order, but by 
Private Bill before this House ; but there 
are other subjects that can be proceeded 
with by Provisional Order, and we would 
be giving up one of the greatest benefits of 
our measure if we allowed anyone who is 
strong enough to do it to avoid the Pro- 
visional Order, and to proceed by Private 


Bill. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I have an Amendment to the 
same effect as that of the hon. Member 
for Partick, and I shall support him and 
go to a Division on the point. As to the 
small objector, the big corporation Bills 
will never come before this tribunal at 
all. The Bills that will come before 
it, as was stated by my hon. friend, will 
be very few. Not more than 12 measures 
would have come before the new tribunal 
last year had this Bill been law. I 
imagine that probably that number may 
be increased if a good tribunal can be 
set up ; but the Bills to be brought before 
it will be small Bills. I had a conversation 
with the Chairman of the Light Railway 
Commission the other day, and he told me 
that they had got through 38 inquiries 
in 40 days. I myself should have a very 
strong objection to come before a tri- 
bunal such as is sketched out in the Bill 
as it stands. It is most important that 
at first, at any rate, the working of this 
Bill should be optional. During the 
Second Reading of the Bill, one of the 
strongest representations which I quoted 
in favour of making the Bill optional was 
that from the Faculty of Procurators in 
Glasgow, which is a body not influenced by 
Mr. Vary Campbell, and which can take 
an independent view on the subject. 


Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
hope the Government will not consent to | 
this Amendment. According to your 
own evidence, Mr. Lowther, before the | 
Select Committee last year, only 60 per 
cent. of the present Bills would come 
under the new procedure proposed by the 
Bill; and if you are going to allow any | 
corporation the option of proceeding by | 
Private Bill, of what use will this Bill 
be? If the Bill is to be of any use at all 


Vou. LXXIL [FouRTH SERIES. | 


| 
| 
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| 


cheaper method. I hope the Lord 
| Advocate will make the tribunal a good 
| tribunal. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The hon. 
Baronet the Member for Bridgeton mis- 
|read the evidence last year, when he 
| said that out of the 21 Bills introduced 
only 12, according to his view, would be 
subject to the Provisional Order scheme. 
_ None of these Bills were corporation Bills. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It is perfectly true 
that corporations have promoted a 
/number of Private Bills, but the Lord 
_ Advocate leaves out of view that corpora- 
tions can proceed by Provisional Order 
under the present system. What is the 
procedure under the present system ? 
There is the local inquiry, which costs 
practically nothing, as there are no agents. 
Then the Department to which the Bill 
belongs passes the Provisional Order, and 
it comes on here, where the Government 
Department is at the whole expense of 
carrying it through the House. The 
| only expense ever incurred by the local 
authority is when there is opposition at 
the Committee stage. So completely 
successful has been the existing Provi- 
sional Order system that there has 
hardly been the rejection of a Pro- 
visional Order. Moreover, where they 
have been opposed in one House, 
they have very frequently not been op- 
posed in the other. There could be 
nothing simpler or cheaper to the local 
authority than the powers under the 
present Provisional Order system. In 
England local authorities resort almost 
exclusively to that system, whereas in 
Scotland some have proceeded by Private 
Bill, when, according to the evidence of 
the Chairman of Committees, they might 
have proceeded under the present Pro- 
visional Order system. There is much 
misconception among the public in Scot- 
land about this Bill. They believe that 
under this Bill local authorities will be 
able to get legislative powers cheaper 
than under the present system. ‘lhe 
fact is that the process will be much 
dearer. Under this Bill they will have 
to pay fees in the local tribunal, as well 


|as the fees in this House, and therefore 


this Bill, instead of being an advantage to 
corporations, will be a decided disadvan- 
tage. There is another important point 


that has to be borne in mind. Supposing 
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anyone comes to this House with a Bill, ' 


which is considered by a Committee and 
rejected ; he can come in a succeeding 
session of Parliament and have the Bill 
remitted toa new Committee. By a very 
little alteration of the Bill he may get it 
passed, although it had been rejected by 
the former Committee. But under the 
procedure proposed by this Bill the Sec- 
retary for Scotland has full power. The 
principle of the Provisional Order must 
be approved of by the Secretary of Scot- 


land first before he sends it to a Commit- | 


tee of his own selection. No one would 
have the remotest chance, therefore, of 
having his Bill re-considered. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: The Amend- 
ment would restrict the operation of the 
Bill in a most important particular, and I 
hope the Lord Advocate will stick to the 
Bill as it stands. The case which I per- 
sonally want to protect is where a large 
corporation is dealing by Bill with a 
variety of interests, each of which is 
unable to defend itself before the Com- 
mittees of this House or the House of 
Lords. In such a case, if the subjeet 
matter of the Bill is suitable for a Pro- 
visional Order, then the Provisional Order 
procedure ought surely to apply. That 
would be the more economical method. 
A second reason for the rejection of the 
Amendment ‘is that under Section 2 of 
the Bill I find very careful provision is 
made for. protecting the very cases aimed 
at by the Amendment. I think the value 
of the Bill would be diminished if we 
were to allow the option to promoters to 
proceed by Private Bill in all cases, for it 
would put the small objectors to great 
disadvantage. 


Mr. SOUTTAR (Dumfriesshire) : I do 
not know whether hon. Members who stick 
by the word “shall,” and absolutely refuse 
to consider the word “ may,” realise that 
they are depriving Scotland of the very 
ancient and valuable right of petitioning 
Parliament by Private Bills. It is aright 


which has been enjoyed for centuries, and 


has been of immense consequence. As 
we know, in early times that right was 
used by private individuals to oppose 
violence and oppression. It is now used 
largely by local authorities and com- 
mercial companies. It is a very valuable 
and precious right, and I cannot under- 
stand how Scotchmen are so willing to 
throw it away. The case is worse when 
Mr. Caldwell, 
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we consider that this Bill applies to Scot- 
land only. If Welshmen, Englishmen, 
and Irishmen were all to be tarred with 
the same brush, it would not matter so 
much. But if the Bill passes and the word 
“shall” is adhered to and “ may ” is re- 
fused, while Englishmen, Welshmen, and 
Irishmen retain their ancient privileges of 
being able to apply to Parliament for a 
Private Bill, Scotchmen will be precluded, 


and be forced to go in humble fashion to 


the Secretary for Scotland and ask his 
kind consent. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON = (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): This Amendment raises an 
important constitutional principle, namely, 
the right of public bodies or private 
individuals to petition Parliament. Under 
this Bill, as it stands, the Secretary for 
Scotland is to be the ultimate court of 
appeal. Hon. Members who are familiar 
with the evidence given before the Select 
Committee last year must remember the 
very strong statement made by the Chair- 
man of Committees on this point, who 
said : 

“Tt is an entirely new thing to say to a man, 
‘You shall not petition the House of Com- 
mons. 


And Lord Morley, speaking from his 
great experience as Chairman of Com- 
mittees in the House of Lords, gave 
expression to sentiments equally strong 
and equally decided. It seems to me that, 
if there is really so strong a desire for the 
Bill as is said, the promoters need not fear 
its optional character. [I hope my hon. 
friend will stick to his Amendment, and 
give us the pleasure of having a Division, 
We must remember that although, as 
stated in the Debate, this may be a very 
small Bill looking at it at first, it will 
have far-reaching consequences, Unless 
we take our stand now on principles, we 
shall have very little chance of having 
them adopted by the authorities later on. 
No doubt the Bill is an experiment, but 
it should be so framed as to render the 
experiment probably successful. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: The Lord Advo- 
cate has defended the measure on the 
ground that it is a tentative measure. If 
it were so, then the direction in 
which the Amendment goes is to 
make it of a tentative character. I 
object to the constituency I represent 
being made the object of an experiment. 
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With reference to the question of economy, | the only question is whether we should 


if the Bill acts in the way that is expected 
and is the most economical method of 
procedure, corporations desiring to ob- 
tain powers will proceed by it. But if it 
is admitted thatthe Bill is purely experi- 


substitute “may ” for “ shall.” 
Mr. CALDWELL: The point is that 


if a local authority wishes to proceed by 


mental, I think an option should be left | 


to the corporations of Scotland. I will 
support the Amendment, because I do not 


wish any disability to be put on Scotland | 
which is not also put on England and | 


Ireland. 


Dr. CLARK: If you pass the clause 
nits present form and also Clause 16, 
you take away all power to obtain Pro- 
visional Orders. Scotland occupies a very 
different position in connection with 
Provisional Orders from that of England, 


because it has a right to adopt by Pro- | 


visional Order quite a number of things 
which English corporations cannot adopt 
by the same means, under the Burgh 
Police Act and also the Public Health 
Act of 1897. The Scotch corporations 
can acquire land by compulsion, can 
amalgamate burghs, and reconstruct their 


corporations as far as the number of | 


councillors and wards is concerned, all by 
Provisional Order. In England those 


things can only be done through 
Parliament. Under this clause and 


Clause 16 you are taking that power 
away from us. You are taking away 
the cheap and easy method conferred 
on us by the Burgh Police Act and the 
Public Health Act, and you are giving us 
a more cumbersome and costly method. 
Why should we be compelled to aecept 
what we do not require? I withdrew my 
Amendment some time ago in order to 
have a Division on this point, which will 
show whether we are going to compel 
people to give up a cheap and easy 
method for a costly and cumbersome one. 


‘rights of property in this country. 


Mr. ROBERT WALLACE: I wish to 
ask the Lord Advocate whether what my 
hon. friend has just said is really so or 
not. I understand by Section 16 that 
the present powers are conserved, and 
that the chief inquiry will still take place 
under the statute regulating Provisional | 
Orders. My hon. friend says not, but I 
read the section entirely differently. 


| Provisional Order it would require to 


have the consent of the Government 
Department. Suppose, for instance, the 
Local Government Board refuses to give 
a Provisional Order on the terms desired 
by a corporation, the corporation can 
now come to this House with a Pri- 
vate Bill. It is obvious, therefore, 
that it is a great advantage to Scotch 
corporations that, if the Local Govern- 


/ment Board, or any other Department, 
| refuses to give them a Provisional Order, 


they can come to Parliament, but accord- 
ing to this Bill they will not be able to 


‘come tothe House by Private Bill. They 


must go to the Secretary of State for 


‘Scotland, probably the very man who has 


| Order. 


refused to give them the Provisional 
Of course if they can convince 
the Chairmen of Co-:nmittees, they might 
get their Bill through ; but supposing the 
Chairmen happened to belong to the same 
political party as the Secretary of State, 
there might be some doubt as to whether 
the corporations would get fair play. 
At present they will have the opportunity 
of getting the judgment of this House by 
a Private Bill, apart altogether from the 
opinion of the Seeretary of State for 
Scotland, or of the Chairman of Com- 
mittees of either House. We ought not 
to close the door, as this Bill does, to local 
authorities coming direct to petition this 
House. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I think this discussion would really be 


far more germane to Clause 16. The 
question raised by this Bill and the 
method of treatment raised by the 


Amendment go to the very root of the 
It is 
a tremendous change in the procedure of 
this House in the application of laws to 
the rights of property. It is admitted it 
is an experimental measure, and if that 
be so surely it ought to be tried experi- 
mentally. If it does all that is claimed 
for it, it will not be refused by anybody, 
but people desiring to proceed under the 
old method should be allowed to do so. 
It would be very ill-advised to make it 
compulsory in all cases, and, for my part, 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The hon.|I support the Amendment proposed by 
Member is quite right. The powers as| my hon. friend, and if necessary I shall 
to Provisional Orders are kept intact, and! vote with him. 


2K 2 
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Dr. CLARK: I would ask the Lord , apply as if they were contained in any Act in 
Advocate what he means by Section 16. | force as aforesaid. 
'But we can now apply to the Local 


It reads as follows— 


“ Nothing contained in this Act shall affect 
the power of the Secretary for Scotland to 
make Provisional Orders under the provisions 
of any Act in force at the passing of this Act, | 
or the procedure therein specified, save onl 
that in the case of Provisional Orders which 
at present require confirmation by Parliament | 
the provisions of Sections 7, 8,and 9 of this | __ 
Act shall, with the necessary modifications, | Noes, 80. 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. } 
_ Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Asher, Alexander 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Atkinson, Rt Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man.) 
Salfour,Rt.Hon.G W. (Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barton, Dunbar Plunkett 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Seach, Rt. Hu.SirM H (Bristol) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bond, Edward 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

3urt, Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord H. (Greenwich) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Colville, John 


Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) | 
| Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 


Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8. W. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 


Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 


Digby, John K D. Wingtield- 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 


Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 








AYES. 
Doxford, William Theodore 


Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrell 


| Gilliat, John Saunders 


Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goldsworthy, Major. General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(StGeorge’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 


Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gunter, Colonel 


| Government Board under the Piers and 
| Harbours Act, the Electric Lighting Act, 
_and other statutes. 


| Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 196; 
(Division List No. 183.) 


M‘Calmont,Col..J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Killop, James 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 


| Middlemore, J. Throgmorton) 


Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hn. J. 8S. (Hants) 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) 
Morgan, Hon. F.(Monm’tish.) 
Morley, RtHor.J ohn( Montrose 
Morton, Arthur H.A. Deptford 


| Murray, RtHnAGraham(Buie 


Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Peace, Herbert Pike Darlington 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (Lanes, Newton 


| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Pretyman, Ernest George 


Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George | 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 


Hardy, Laurence 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. | 


| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 


Henderson, Alexander 


| Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 


Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 


| Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 


Hobhouse, Henr 


| Howell, William Tudor 


Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 


| Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 


Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kemp, George 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J.H. 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Colonel Wm. 


Kinloch, Sir J. Geo. Smyth 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence,SirE.Durning-(Corn 


Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 


Lecky, Rt. Hon. Wm. Edw. H. 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’l) 
Lowles. John 


Dorington, Sir John Edward | Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


| Macdona, John Cumming 


| 
| 


Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tidley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthew W. 
titchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert, (Hackney 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

Russell, Gen. F.S.(Chelten’m) 
tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


| Rutherford, John 


Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Sharpe, William. Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (St’nd) 
Spicer, Albert 

Stanley, H. M (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M“Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Lord E. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Univ.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
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Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
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Wrelby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce ('. Vernon. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray ; Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 

Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E.(Kent) 
Webster, R.G. (St. Pancras) 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
3owles, T-Gibson (King’sLynn 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B. (Caithness-sh. ) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charle 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Griffith, Ellis J. 


Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col nel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 


| Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E. R.( Bath) 


Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Wylie, Alexander 


; Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 


NOES. 


Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Healy, T. M. (N. Lonth) 


Holden, Sir Angus 


| Holland, W. H. (York, W.R.) 


| Lloyd-George, David 


| 
| 





| 
| 


| Horniman, Frederick John 


Joicey, Sir James 

Lambert, George 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumb.) 
Leng, Sir John 


Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeil, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport.) 
Moss, Samuel 

Moulton, John Fletcher 


| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
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Wyndam, George 
Wyndam-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander(Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 


| O’Connor,J ames( Wicklow, W.- 


O'Malley, William 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Edm. (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Souttar, Robinson 


| Steadman, William Charles 
| Strachey, Edward 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds S.) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


' Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 


Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Woods, Samuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES — 
Mr. Parker Smith and Sir 
Charles Cameron. 





Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I beg 


to move— 


‘In Clause 1, page 1, line 11, to leave out | 


from ‘by’ to the end of the clause, in order to 
insert ‘Private Bill according to the 
existing practice of Parliament, unless and 
until there is opposition to the Bill, in which 
case only the procedure established by this 
Act shall apply.’ ” 


The object of this Amendment is to re- 
strict the application of this Bill to opposed 
business. The principle of the Bill is 
simply to substitute for the inquiry 
now conducted at Westminster a local 
inquiry in the spot affected. That is the 
whole of the demand in Scotland. Legisla- 
tion of this kind is founded on the notion 
that the inquiry at Westminster is by 
comparison with the local inquiry dear 
and dilatory. Accepting that as the prin- 


ciple of the Bill, all I propose is that it 


should be limited to the purpose for 
which it is demanded, and that we shall 
have a local inquiry only in cases where 
there is an inquiry now. There is no 
inquiry at present where the Bill is un- 





opposed. Why, therefore, should we alter 
the existing practice in a matter in respect 
to which, from beginning to end of the 
whole controversy, there has not been the 
smallest atom of complaint? Has any- 
body ever heard from any responsible 
Scotch authority any complaint whatever 
on the ground of expense or delay in con- 
nection with the system adopted by 


this House and the other House 
in relation to Private Bills not 
contested? It seems to me_ that 


this Bill has failed to take account of 
the fundamental difference between op- 
posed and unopposed business. It is 
simply with reference to opposed business 
that there is any complaint at all, and it 
is to opposed business that I venture to 
bring the Bill back. That is the object 
of the Amendment which I now propose. 
There is no need to disturb the existing 
system as regards unopposed Bills, and 
there has never been any demand for any 
change in it. I will add another con- 
sideration. Bills now unopposed in the 
sense of not being petitioned against by 
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private parties may involve large ques- 
tions of public interest. Under the 
system now proposed they will be with- 
drawn altogether from the cognisance of 
Parliament. I would ask the Lord 
Advocate what reason he can give for 
that proposal. I will mention one parti- 
cular case. Two or three Sessions ago an 
unopposed Bill—a Cambrian Railway 
Bill—came before this House, and many 
hon. Members must remember that strong 
objection was taken to it on public 
grounds, the hon. Member for Aberdeen 
leading the opposition to the Bill on that 
occasion. What earthly reason can there 
be for taking away a Bill of this sort 
from the cognisance of the House and 
leaving it entirely to the two Chairmen 
of Committees and the Secretary of State 
for Scotland ? It cannot be too often re- 
peated that the demand in Scotland has 
been that a local inquiry should be 
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substituted for an Imperial inquiry. 
I do not think the Committee is 
sufficiently impressed with the fact 


that of the Private Bills coming before 
Parliament year by year the large 
majority are unopposed. In the ten 
years ending 1897 there were 352 Private 
Bills from Scotland brought 
Parliament. 
opposed in one House or the other? 
The Return includes all cases where 
petitions were presented against Bills, 


before | 
How many of these were - 


although no opposition was offered after- , 


wards, so that the number of opposed Bills 
as compared with unopposed Bills is really 
too large. Of the total number of Bills 
introduced only 168 were opposed, and 184 
passed through both Houses without any 
opposition except such as was offered on 


the floor of this House, without any 
inquiry in Committee, and without 
expense or delay attributable to) 


inquiry in this House. Why is not the 
present Bill confined to the 168 cases in 


which there was an inquiry, leaving both | 


Houses of Parliament free to deal with 
the considerably larger number of cases in 


which there was no opposition and no | 


inquiry? We have heard a great deal 
about railway 
here which entirely coufirms the general 
conclusion I have drawn from the larger 
Return. In 1897 the total number of 


3ills, but I have a Return , 
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Private Bills sent up from Scotland was | 
‘another, on the Second Reading, referred 
House, 12 in both Houses, and 19 out of | to the enormous expense of unopposed 


39. Of these 17 were opposed in one 


Of these 19 
were railway 


the 39 were unopposed. 
Bills no less than ten 
Mr Edimund Robertson. 
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Bills. It may be said that if my Amend- 
ment is accepted the scope of the Bill 
will be limited. That is true, but it is no 
answer to my proposal. By this Amend- 
ment you leave untouched the present 
procedure regarding unopposed Bills. It 
would involve, no doubt, a change in the 
structure of the Bill. We shall proceed 
as we proceed now up to the stage when 
opposition is offered, and then, and only 
then, should we begin by substituting a 
local inquiry for the existing inquiry. 
What I propose is absolutely consistent 
with the principle of the Bill. Nay more, 
it carries out the principle of the Bill 
better. It absolutely meets every demand 
made in Scotland for a change in the 
Private Bill system, and [ venture to sub- 
mit it to the consideration of the House 
and to ask the support of hon. Members 
from Scotland for it. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page J, line 11, to leave out from the word 
‘by, to the end of the clause, and add the 
words ‘ Private Bill, according to the existing 
practice of Parliament, unless and until there 
is opposition to the Bill, in which case only the 
wrocedure established by this Act shall apply’ 
instead thereof.” —(Mr. Edmund Robertson.) 


Question proposed 
“That the words proposed to be omitted to the 
words ‘a Provisional,’ in line 12, stand part of 
the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: There is one 
assertion of the hon. Gentleman’s at which 
I must say I was rather surprised. He 
said he had never heard any complaints 
about the expense of unopposed Bills. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I said 
I never heard any complaints of the 
system except as regards opposed Bills. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: A great many 
of us have heard complaints both long 
and loud as to the cost of unopposed Bills. 
No doubt fees form a great part of that 
expense, but they are not the whole of it. 
A firm of Parliamentary Solicitors has 
to he employed, in additlon to the 
local solicitors, which means, of course, 
two separate sets of solicitors; and I am 
sure my memory is not deceiving me 
when I say that one hon. Gentleman after 


Bills. The point of there being objection 
to the present system as entailing un- 
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necessary expense and labour has, I think, 
bulked very largely in public opinion in 
Scotland. I submit it would really very 
much truncate this measure of reform if 
I were to accept this Amendment. It 
would, of course, have a far-reaching effect 
on the other provisions of the Bill, because 
it would turn the general theory of the 
Bill upside down. I cannot accept the 
Amendment, because if I did I would be 
really taking away from the people of , 
Scotland half the benefit which they ex- 
pect to get from this Bill, and I shall be 
surprised if that view is not supported by 
hon. Members. 


Mr. THORBURN (Peebles and Sel- | 
kirk): I think the cost of unopposed Bills 
is one of the greatest and most crying 
evils complained of by the people of Scot- 
land. Solicitors have first of all to be 
employed in Scotland, and then another 
set has to be employed in London, and | 
the entire expense constitutes an evil 
which we should endeavour to cure. 


Dr. CLARK: The probability is that 
if this clause is retained in the Bill the 
cost of unopposed Bills will be greater. 
Glasgow and Aberdeen, and other parts 
of Scotland, will be exactly in the same | 
position as they are now. They will 
have to employ a firm of solicitors in 
Edinburgh, who would charge more than 
Messrs. Beveridge or a few other firms in | 
London. I happen to have had a great deal 
of litigation in Edinburgh and London, 
and I found that in London the costs 
were less than in Edinburgh. Under the 
new system you will not want a London 
Parliamentary agent, but you will want 
an Edinburgh one, and general experi- | 
ence has shown that the latter will want 
as much, if not more, than the former. 
I see no reason why the Amendment 
should not be accepted. Instead of 
getting what we asked for, we are getting 
a most revolutionary system which the 
Lord Advocate is endeavouring to carry | 
through without any Amendment. 


Sm MARK STEWART  (Kirkeud- 
bright) : The hon. Member who moved the 
Amendment appears to be under a mis- 
conception with regard to the expense in- 
curred on unopposed Private Bills. My 
experience is exactly the reverse of his. 
A few years ago it was my fortune to 
promote a Bill which was unopposed in 
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every sense of the word, yet it cost some- 
) i 
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thing like £1,400 to get it through this 
House. That is a preposterous expense 
Under the new system it will be necessary 
no doubt, to employ an Edinburgh agent ; 
but what is that compared with the fees 
of this House? The Private Bill to which 
[ have referred had, owing to several dis- 
asters, to be withdrawn, and it cost £400 
to do it. That is a very good illustration 
of the cost of unopposed Private Bills. The 
sole object and aim of this Bill is to avoid 
expense. The hon. Gentleman who moved 
the Amendment is utterly mistaken, and 
[ hope the Government will not give way 
in the matter. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I myself am inclined 


to sympathise more with the Government 


than with my hon. friends. They com- 
pare the cost between Edinburgh and 
London, and it has been said the cost is 
more in Edinburgh, but they should give 
some consideration to the fact that the 
money is spent in the country. I support 
the Government because when we have 
considered Scotch Private Bill legislation 
we have invariably attached importance to 
the question of unopposed Bills, and we 
have shown that under the present system 
the cost is immense and ought to be radi- 
cally dealt with. We are setting up new 
machinery, and | look to the arena being 
widened, because I think we may be able 
to deal with other matters. Certainly on 
the present occasion we ought to include 
unopposed as well as opposed Bills. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : May I 
be allowed to make clear what I have 
said with reference to the cost of un- 
opposed Bills. I never said there were 
no complaints regarding the system. We 
all know there are. I have figures with 
reference to the cost of Bills promoted in 
1897. One unopposed Bill cost in fees 
alone £237, and does anybody suppose 
that Scotland does not object to such an 
enormous expenditure? What I said was 
that the great demand on which this Bill 
was founded was the expense of the West- 
minster inquiry. I see nothing in the 
Bill which will alter the state of things 
as regards the expenditure on fees. The 
Lord Advocate has not shown us in what 
way any reduction will follow in that 
respect. Will he tell us where the 


preliminary proceeding is to take place ? 


I see no reference to that in the Bill. 
Then, again, the two Chairmen have to 
take most important action, and I do not 
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suppose we can avoid employing a London 
agent as well as an Edinburgh agent. 


Dr. CLARK: Let me bring two 
specific instances before the Committee. 
Three or four years ago there was a 
question of the union of two parishes in 
idinburgh, and the local inquiry cost 
£3,500. Another question in which 
the Edinburgh Corporation was concerned 
was determined by arbitration, and the 
costs of the Corporation in that matter 
were £5,000. Those two cases support 
what I have previously stated, that an 
inquiry in Edinburgh is more expensive 
than an inquiry in London. 


Captain SINCLAIR: It may be quite 
right to say that the new procedure will 
be cheaper than the old, but we have no 
facts or figures laid before us as to how 
that will be. It is perfectly true that in 
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exceptional cases the cost of unopposed 
Bills is very considerable, but the fees of 
this House form the greater portion of 
the expense, and the point which seems 
to me to be before the Committee is, 
having regard to the question of fees, 
whether it is wise or not to remove 
unopposed Bills from the control of this 
House. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH : I think it would bea 
matter of very considerable importance if 
we had the rules of procedure to be pre- 
scribed under this Bill before we reach 
the Report stage. Of course, the Com- 
mittee stage will show the form which the 
Bill itself will take. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 146; 
Noes, 56. (Division List No. 184.) 


AYES. 


Allhusen, Augustus Hy. Eden 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


M‘Arthur, Charles (Liv’rpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.( Antrim, E ) 
M‘Killop, James 





Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J.(Man.) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.( Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. AllenBenjamin 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol | 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Birrell, Augustine 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt.Hon. St. John 
Rullard, Sir Harry 
Butcher, John George | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. | 
Chamberlain, Austen(Wore’r | 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H.Athole | 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, SirHoratioD(Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 





Dyke, Rt.Hn.Sir William Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. RalphDouglas 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailway Edward 
Ferguson,R.C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Giles, Charles Tyrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 


| Gordon, Hon. John Edward 


Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(StGeo.’s) 
Goschen, George J, (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


| Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 


Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 


| Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 


Howell, William Tudor 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


| Johnson, William (Belfast) 
| Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir. J. H. 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth 


| Knowles, Lees 
| Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
| Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. Liv’rpool) , 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macdona, John Cummlng 


Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay. Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 
Monk, Charles James 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Moum’thsh.) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O'Neill. Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herbt. Pike( Darlington 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R. (LancsNewton) 
Powell, Sir Francis Shary 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tidley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
tyder, John Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 


' Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
_ Sutherland, Sir Thomas 


Tennant, Harold John 
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Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | 
Tritton, Charles ‘Ernest 

Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Vicount 

Wallace, Robert (Perth) 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithnes-sh. ) 
Collery, Bernard 

Colville, John 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 


| Griffith, Ellis J. 
| Hayne,Rt. Hon.CharlesSearle- | 
| Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) 


{12 June 1899} 


Warde,Lieut-Col. C. E. (Kent) | 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- ; 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Josepht’owell-(Birm | 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wylie, Alexander 


NOES. 


Hemphill, Rt.Hon. Charles H. 
Horniman, Frederic John 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU | 
Lambert, George 

Leng, Sir John 
Lloyd-George, David 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
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Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


| Wyviil, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


Younger,Commander BerksE. 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


| Oldroyd, Mark 


Richardson, J.(Durham, 8. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wedderburn, Sir William 





Donelan, Captain A. M‘Leod, John 
Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, SamuelT.(Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fenwick, Charles 

Gladstone, Rt.Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: The Amendment , 
which I have to submit regards the title 
of the Order. The Bill calls the Order a 
“Provisional ” Order. I do not think 
“ Provisional Order” would be quite the 
name for Orders issued by the Secretary 
for Scotland. I submit that “an Order” 
would be a far better title than “ Pro- 
visional Order.” 


Moss, Samuel 
Moulton, John 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 1, line 12, to leave out the words 
‘a Provisional’ and insert ‘ an.’ ”—(Mr. J. P. 
Smith.) 


Question proposed— 
“That the words ‘a Provisional ’ 
part of the clause.” 


Mr. CALDWELL: I think it is un- 
fortunate that we should have the words 
“Provisional Order” introduced in this 
Bill. A Provisional Order, as it is under- 
stood in this House, is always confirmed 
by a Confirmation Bill, and I therefore 
think it would be better if we could 
invent some other name in the present | 
case, and thus save conflict with what are 
at present understood as _ Provisional 
Orders. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY was _ understood 
to say that he thought the use of the 


stand 





word “Provisional” in the present case | 
desirable. 


Minch, Matthew 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morley, Kt. Hon. J. (Montrose) | Woods, Samuel 
Morris, Samuel | 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


| purely one for the regulations. 
/no doubt the regulations will be such as 


Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, wb J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson,JohnJ.(Durham, Mid.) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Captain Sinclair and Mr. 
Billson. 


Fletcher | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I desire to move an 
Amendment, which I think the right hon. 
Gentleman will be able to accept, namely-— 

‘In page 1, line 21, to insert after the word 

‘advertisement’ ‘in at least two newspapers 
circulating in the locality interested.’ ” 
As the Bill stands it would be within the 
provision of the Act for the local authority 
or any promoter to simply print a Bill 
and stick it on a hoarding. Now, Sir, the 
custom has been with regard to Private 
Bills, and I believe it is the law at the 
present time, that you should publish 
them in one of the local papers circulating 
in the locality. I therefore beg to move 
the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 

Se In page 1, line 21, after the word ‘adver- 
tisement, to insert words ‘in at least two 
newspapers circulating in the locality in- 
terested.’ ”—( Mr. Dalziel.) 

Question proposed— 
“ That those words be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I eannot 
accept the Amendment. We do not de- 
sire to put into the Act a matter which is 


I have 


to preclude such modes of advertisement 
as the hon. Member has referred to, but I 
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think it would be a mistake to make this 
one matter of advertisement a subject of 


the Bill. 


Mr. DALZIEL: I understand the 
right hon. Gentleman practically admits 


the point, and contemplates the intro- | 


duction of regulations to provide for the 
insertion of advertisements as I propose. 
That being so, I will withdraw the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed 

‘In Clause 1, page 1, line 24, to leave out 
‘prescribed, and insert ‘required by Stand- 
ing Orders, ”—( Vr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed 
“That the word ‘prescribed’ stand part of 


the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY said he did not 


think any mischief could arise from the 


adoption of the wording of the Bill as it | 


stood. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: One of the matters 
complained of very much by the smaller 
corporations in regard to smaller Bills is 
the very great complexity of these 
notices, and it is one of the things which 
very much needs simplification. I would 
suggest that a much more effective way 
of meeting the difficulty than that  pro- 


posed -by the Amendment would be to_ 


give promoters the option of either going 
through a Provisional Order with a much 


more simple set of notices and advertise- | 


ments for things that pass under this 


Act, or of having the more elaborate set | 
’ oD 


of notices and advertisements which are a 
necessary condition in the case of a Bill 
before the House of Commons. I would 
ask the Lord Advocate whether he would 
not favourably consider an Amendment 
giving an alternative. 


Mr. CALDWELL: It is obvious that 
you could hardly have these notices made 
available for the Private Bills of a large 
railway company unless practically they 


were the notices prescribed by the Stand- | 


ing Order. You cannot make the pro- 
posed procedure do for Bills which are 
eventually to come to this House as 
Private Bills. 
show absolute ignorance as to the pro- 
cedure to be adopted. The procedure, 
notices, and advertisements must be such 


Mr. A. G. Murray. 


{COMMONS} 


Such a proposal would ; 
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as would be required for the Acts of a 
railway company. Therefore you are 
going to make all the small undertakings 
practically undergo the same serving 
of notices and advertisements as to occu- 
‘piers and owners as in the case of the 
larger undertakings. I do not see where 
| the saving can come in. 


} 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I desire to 
call the attention of the Lord Advocate to 
the effect of the statement he has made, 
| which practically comes to this, that the 
| preliminary advertisements should be 
equivalent in all respects to the procedure 
presented by Standing Orders in regard 
to Private Bills. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The hon. 
| Member has misunderstood my observa- 
‘tion. The notice I was speaking of is 
limited to certain land proposed to he 
| taken in the clause. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: May I point 
| out that in Section 2, line 23, when to 
| proceed by Provisional Order is declared 
ito be impossible or inexpedient, then 
it is declared that the proposed Provisional 
Order should be subject to the Standing 
Orders as regards Private Bills. I suggest 
that “ subject to the Standing Orders ” 
should go out, and that it should be 
subject to such further advertisements 
as shall in the circumstances be considered 
necessary. Iam entirely of the opinion 
that it would be most inexpedient in a 
Provisional Order of a comparatively 
trivial character to have it encumbered 
| with the very heavy expense of newspaper 
advertisements and so on, simply because 
subsequently there might be a transmu- 
tation of the Order into a Private Bill. 
The important thing is to have the pro- 
cedure cheap and prompt to begin with. 
| We may then prescribe that if that event 
| takes place such further advertisements 
| as are necessary may be issued. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: Lagree very much 
with what my hon. friend has said, but, 
of course, I dealt with the Amendment 
actually before me. I shall certainly note 
the observations which have been made. 
There are two suggestions—one contained 
in the Amendment on the Paper, and the 
other which has been made by my hon. 
| friend. I would not like either of them 
| in the Bill, because “ under the Standing 
| Orders” does not necessarily mean under 
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the present Standing Orders ; it means 


the Standing Orders of the House of | 
' Parliament, we know perfectly well that 


Commons, as those Standing Orders may 
be amended. It is perfectly obvious that 
if this Bill passes two things may happen 
—not only that we shall have to make 
General Orders under this Bill for this 
private legislation procedure, but also to 
acertain extent the Standing Orders of 


{12 June 1899} 


this House will have to be amended to , 


meet the altered circumstances of the case, 
because it will be something they have 
not had to deal with before —viz., matters 
beginning under this procedure, and after- 
wards goitig on as Private Bills. Matters 
of great detail are not really appropriate 
for discussion in a deliberative body such 
as we are, and it would be very inappro- 
priate to put such points in the Bill, but 
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Mr. CALDWELL: As to the rules 
which are to be laid before the Houses of 


that means nothing. We will have no 
power whatever in regard to those rules. 
‘They will be brought on en bloc after Twelve 
o'clock at night ; there will be no oppor- 
tunity of going into detail, and therefore 
this is the only point at which we can 
have any control over the procedure. 
The Lord Advocate has pointed out very 
clearly that there will have to be amend- 
ments of the Standing Orders of the 
House to meet the altered circumstances, 
and supposing my Amendment were 
carried, we could just prescribe that the 


| procedure, the notices, and advertisements, 


they will necessarily have to be consi- | 


dered. The present Amendment, how- 
ever, would not mend matters at all, but 
rather make them worse. On the other 
hand, I am certainly prepared to give an 
undertaking to very carefully consider the 
suggestions which have been made. 


Dr. CLARK: I think, in addition to 


' House should 


| 


the General Orders which will be issued | 


under Clause 15, we should have before 
us the modification of the present Stand- 
ing Orders, so that we should be able to 
discuss the procedure next year when the 
Bill comes into operation. What we 


ought to do now is to determine upon one , 
form or the other, either as shall be | 


prescribed under the Standing Orders, or 
to adopt the optional form of the hon. 
Member for Partick, and give the suitors 
themselves the choice of beginning either 
under the cheaper form or under the old 
form. If it is a Bill which, either on 
account of its magnitude or otherwise, 
will probably come before the House, why 
should they not take the old form? It is 
certainly expensive and cumbersome, but 
if they so choose Ido not see why we 
should not permit them. The best thing 
for the Lord Advocate to do would be to 
adopt the form suggested by my hon. 
friend, and then on the Report stage, or 
even later, he might be able to bring 
forward some other method. Nobody 
knows yet what kind of Orders will be 
drawn up by the Secretary for Scotland 
under Section 15 of the Bill, and it would 
be better that the petitioners should have 
the choice as to which procedure they 
will start under. 


should be as required by the Standing 
Orders, instead of having the Secretary 
for Scotland proceeding to make Orders 
under this Bill. The thing will be then 
prescribed by the Standing Orders of this 
House. It is very important that this 
retain power over the 
Standing Orders relating to what may 


‘come to be Bills promoted through this 
| House. 


All matters as regards the pre- 
liminary procedure of Bills obviously 
must come, and ought to come, and ought 
never to go anywhere else than through 
this. House. Why should we allow any 
outside authority whatever to determine 
the notices and advertisements to be 
served upon owners and occupiers, which 
this House requires should be done in the 
case of every private Bill that comes 
before the House? If you are going to 
make any modification, make a modifi- 
cation in accordance with the Standing 
Orders. It is quite competent under 
the Standing Orders to prescribe that 
certain notices shall be required in the 
case of all Bills that are ordered to come 
into this House as Private Bills, but let 


it be this House which prescribes the 


| Standing Orders. 


‘to ask for some definite decision. 


If the hon. Member 
for Partick will press his Amendment to 
a Division I am willing to accept it, as the 
principle is the same ; but if not, I will 
go to a Division on mine. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: I am very much 
obliged to the Lord Advocate ‘for his 
promise to consider these matters, but I 
think we ought to ask him to put it more 
formally. ‘This matter of notices is so 
important to those concerned in bringing 
forward Bills, that I think we are entitled 
If the 
Lord Advocate does not wish to decide at 
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once, perhaps at the Report stage he will 
be able to give some decision. I think 
that would be sufficient, but certainly 
those who are bringing in Bills ought not 
to be hampered by a double set of adver- 
tisements and regulations. I submit that 
the suggestion I have made is the simplest 
manner of doing the thing. It may be 
taken for granted that the preliminaries 
enforced under this Bill will be more 
onerous than the House of Commons 
imposes upon this point. 


Private Legislation 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I am rather 
inclined to accept the suggestion of my 
hon. friend, but I do not wish to tie my 
hands at the present moment. I am not 
at all desirous of making the regu- 
lations, but I think the alternative of 
the hon. Member will find a proper 
place in the rules and regulations. If 
the hon. Member is satisfied with that, 
I am perfectly willing to give him an 
undertaking that we will consider by the 
Report stage whether we cannot at once 
make up our minds upon the matter and 
accept it. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, 
Camlachie): It appears to me that we are 
now debating an attempt to simplify this 
procedure, the success of which, as has 
been confessed in the Committee, largely 
depends upon details and not so much 
upon the general principle. If that be so, 
however much confidence I may have in 
the Scotch Office, I do not feel inclined to 
hand over to it the power which is here 
proposed. The rules will be brought up 
after Twelve o'clock, and necessarily will 


be subject to but the mostcursory examina- | 
If we are to understand from the | 


tion. 
Lord Advocate that these rules are to 
come up for discussion on Report, that will 
be more satisfactory. It appears to me 
that it is essential in considering these 
matters that they should be simple and 
easily understood, even by those who are 
not lawyers. 


Mr. A.G. MURRAY: I do not quite | 


understand what my hon. friend means. 


I have already said that I am perfectly | 


willing to consider by the Report stage 


the Amendment which the hon. Memberfor | 
As tothe remarks | 


Partick has suggested. 
about lawyers and the Scotch Office, 


neither of the two Chairmen of Committees | , 
| and advertisements shall be available as 


as far as I know is a lawyer, nor is the 


{COMMONS} 
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Secretary for Scotland a lawyer, so where 
| the lawyers come in I absolutely fail 
| to see. 


| Dr. CLARK: The hon. Member js 
confusing two things— the general 
| regulations and the Standing Orders. At 
| present it is determined by Standing Order, 
and always should be determined by 
| Standing Order, what should be announced 
| by public advertisement. The notices 
served upon owners, lessees, and occu- 
| piers are now determined by the Standing 
| Order, and why should not that continue? 
| Lastly, there is the question of deposit. 
| Why should it change ? There is no need 
| to change it ; it should be as prescribed by 
| Standing Orders. The only point is that 
| these regulations which are to be made 
under Section 15 will practically be made 
by the Scotch Office. We know that the 
Chairmen have other duties to attend to ; 
they will be called in now and again, and 
the thing will be put, cut and dried, before 
them. But the whole work will be done 
in the Scotch Office—probably they will 
call in the Lord Advocate. All that my 
i/hon. friend the Member for Mid Lanark 
_is contending for is that the conditions as 
|to the important matters of advertising 
and the serving of notices upon the people 
affected, and as to deposits, shall be 
determined by Standing Order and not by 
anything that can be varied now and 
again as by regulation. These are 
matters for the Standing Orders of the 
House, and have been for centuries. The 
proposal in this clause is to take away from 
Parliament the right of discussing these 
alterations, because if you modify the 
Standing Orders they have to come before 
us, but if you have the two Chairmen and 
the Secretary for Scotland amending the 
| Standing Orders in the form of regula- 
' tions we will not be able to discuss or 
amend their proposals, because they will 
come up after Twelve o'clock, and whatever 
Government is in power they will keep 
sufficient Members here to carry them 
‘through. I think my hon. friend is 
perfectly right in his Amendment. 





Mr. CALDWELL: We are not speak- 
ing of the procedure prescribed by the 
General Orders. The point we are refer- 
ring to is that, in the event of the Chair- 
men deciding that a proposal should 
proceed by Private Bill instead of under 
the procedure here proposed, the notices 
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notices under the Private Bill procedure 


of this House. We decline 





{12 JUNE 1899} 


to allow any | 
j 


outside authority to interfere and deter- 


mine what the notices, advertisements and | 


deposits shall be, in regard to what has to | 


proceed through this House as a Private 


We must have those 


Bill. 


mined by Standing Order, and not left at 


Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.G.W. (Leeds) 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bullard, Sir Harry 

Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 

sews | s, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edw. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Visher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 


Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Burns, John 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh) 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Dalziel, James Henry 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 


points deter- 
Noes, 55. 


AYES. 


, Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 

| Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 

| Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

| Gilliat, John Saunders 

| Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 

| Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 

| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hill, Arthur (Down, West) 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hutton, John (Yorks N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hn. Sir JohnH. 
Kenyen-Slaney, Col. William 
Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawrence, SirE.Durning-(Corn 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverp’]) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowles, John 
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the disposal of an outside authority so far) 
as this House is concerned. 


Question put. 


Ayes, 130; 
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| Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newton) 


Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
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Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
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Stone, Sir Benjamin 
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Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
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Ure, Alexander 

Valentia, Viscount 
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| Minch, Matthew 
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Morris Samuel 
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Moss, Samuel 
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Provand,Andrew Dryburgh Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Rickett, J. Compton Steadman, William Charles | Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | Wilson, John (Govan) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) | Tennant, Harold John Yoxall, James Hen 

Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) | Trevelyan, Charles Philips TELLERS FOR THE NOES—Mr, 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) ' Wedderburn, Sir William Caldwell and Mr. Colville. 


Dr. CLARK: My object in moving to 


leave out Clause 1 has reference not only | 


to the character of the clause, but also 
because I have put down a new clause, 
which I will move when it is reached, 
and which will carry out all the objects 
the Government state they desire, and all 
the objects that the people of Scotland 
had in view when they asked for the 
introduction of legislation of this kind. 
Under the new clause I propose that 
“where under the present practice any 
opposed Private Bill is referred to a Com- 
mittee in either House of Parliament, 
every such Bill shall, from and after the 
passing of this Act, be referred to the 
Commissioners appointed under this Act.” 
The first sub-section is practically similar 
to the Amendment proposed by the hon. 
Member for Dundee, that where there is 
no opposition, or if the opposition has 
been withdrawn, the Bill shall be dealt 
with as an unopposed Bill, according to 
the present practice. Then the next sub- 
section provides that the Report by the 
Commissioners shall be laid before either 
House of Parliament in which the Bill 
originated, and the procedure in the 
remaining stages shall follow the present 
practice. Under this plan there would 
be local inquiries by Commissioners, and 
their Report would be sufficient for the 
Committee stage in both Houses of Par- 


Jiament. I cannot agree to Clause 1 as it | 


stands at present, because it introduces a 
number of novelties which have never 


heen asked for, and which are contrary to | 


the practice of Parliament. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, to leave out Clause 1.”— 


(Dr. Clark.) 








| Question proposed— 
| 


“That Clause 1, as amended, stand part of 
the Bill.” 


*Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I have 
heard the explanation of the Lord Advocate 
with reference to this clause and Clause 
16, and I must confess that I cannot make 
head or tail of it. Under this clause a 
man wishing to get a Provisional Order 
under the Board of Trade—say for electric 
lighting—must present a petition to the 
Secretary for Scotland. He is forbidden 
to do anything else. Therefore he cannot 
apply to the Board of Trade, and, although 
by the subsequent clause all the powers 
of the Board of Trade are safe guarded, 
the right of initiating proceedings on the 
part of the applicant is by this clause 
taken away. 


Mr. SOUTTAR: I have pleasure in 
supporting my hon. friend in his Amend- 
ment. As the clause stands it is most injur- 
ious. It deprives Scotchmen of their ancient 
right to petition Parliament for a Private 
Bill, and that is a very great deprivation 
indeed. Inthe second place, it deprives 
Scotch Members of their right to legislate 
in regard to the affairs of their own 
country. It is true that Committees on 
Scotch Bills are not composed exclusively 
of Scotch Members, but we have always the 
right to call the action of these Committees 
in question, and that right will be lost. 
For my part, I fail to see, if the Bill 
| becomes law, of what use it would be for 
| Scotch Members to come to the House of 
Commons. It will not be because of 
Public Bills, because these are few and far 
between. It is true that it is proposed 
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of Parliament, and some of my friends 
sem to think that that is going | 


to balance the evil effect of this clause. 
But I do not think the inclusion of two | 
Members in the panel will in any sense | 
take the place of Scotch supervision of 
Scotch Private Bill legislation. I think | 
the clause, by putting the power into the 
hands of the Secretary for Scotland, really 
introduces Castle government into Scot- | 
land, and I cannot understand why my 
hon. friends, whom I generally esteem, can 
so readily accept such a provision. We 
have been for a long time opposed to 
Castle government in Ireland, and why 
should we approve of its introduction 
into Scotland ! My hon. and right hon. 
friends think, perhaps, that at a later stage 
they will be able to so improve the Bill 
as to make it palatable ; but the Bill as it 
stands is a bad Bill, and I support with 
all my heart the Amendment of my hon. 
friend the Member for Caithness. 


Mr. CALDWELL: This is a Bill that 
starts upon the principle of Home Rule. , 
It is the first decisive attempt of the 
Government to devolve legislative powers 
ona body outside Parliament altogether. 
In so far as the Bill proceeds upon 
national lines, in so far as it separates 
Scotch business from Imperial business, 
and proceeds on the footing that Scotch 
business ought to be done in Scotland, in | 
so far as it gives legislative power to a 
hody in Seotland whose measures. will | 
have the effect of an Act of Parliament 
without coming to this House, I do not 
see how any Home Ruler could desire a 
more extensive programme than that. 
This clause acknowledges that purely 
Scotch business should not be dealt with 
by the Imperial Parliament. It is true that 
the business is confined to Private Bill legis- 
lation, but I would remind hon. Members 
that Private Bill legislation is co-extensive 
with Public Bill legislation. There was, for | 


- instance, the Glasgow Police Act, which | 


modified in essential cases the general | 
criminal law of Scotland so far as it ap- | 
plied to Glasgow. Then there are | 
questions of taxation, and we might, if we 
had a Scotch Secretary of our own way 
of thinking, get the taxation of land | 
values passed in Private Bill legislation. | 
Practically, there is nothing we can get | 
under the general public law which we | 
cannot get under this Bill. It is very | 
hard on us therefore to ask us to refuse | 
« Home Rule measure of this kind, and | 


| uniform 


‘eiding on an isolated case. 
| therefore throwing away the opportunity, 
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the lever which the Bill will give us. 
There are certain details of the Bill to 
which, of course, we object, but the Bill as 
a whole will give us a splendid lever. I 
remember, at the time when the Govern- 
ment introduced differential death duties 
on estates above £10,000, which were to 
pay 1 per cent. extra, it was said they were 
introducing the principle of graduation, 
which another Government would extend. 


| The result was, that another Government 
‘did extend the principle of graduation. 


Again, when free education was intro- 
duced into Scotland, it was opposed on 


the ground that if it was introduced into 


Scotland it would be extended into 
England; and it was so extended to 
England. Depend upon it, every 
principle which we can get insinuated into 
a Bill for Scotland will be made a lever 
for extending it not only in Scotland, but 
in other parts of the United Kingdom. 
But the Bill has been brought forward 
under false pretences, so far as the local 
authorities are concerned, for its supporters 
insist that it will save expense to local 
authorities in promoting Private Bills. 
Nothing could be further from the case. 
The procedure will be much more expen- 
sive than under the present Provisional 
Order procedure. If you eliminate from 
this Bill the local authorities who ought 
to proceed under the present Provisional 
Order system, and if you also eliminate 
the case of railways in Scotland, you will 
have hardly anything left at all—three or 
four Bills of a general character, or the 
Bills of some private individuals who 
want to get certain monopolies. But if they 
want monopolies let them come here and 
have their case sifted, and let them pay 
for these monopolies. One great object 
we have in view in regard to police and 
sanitary matters is that we should have 
legislation throughout the 
country. We have a Police and Sanitary 
Committee which deals with the whole 
of the United Kingdom. It is obvious 
that that Committee has far more ex- 
perience and is better fitted to deal with 
such cases than three or four persons de- 
You are 


if you pass this Bill in its present shape, 
of securing uniformity in police and sani- 
tary legislation. The only reason why 
the Bill has been supported in Scotland 
is, that it has got a large support from 
the advocates in Parliament House in 
Edinburgh, who are, almost to a man, 
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opposed to Home Rule in everything | having a devolution of this kind. 


else. 


{COMMONS} 


not a measure 
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It is 
which is in the interest of 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member | the local authorities, for the present 


is making a Second Reading speech. The 
question is, whether Clause 1 shall stand 


part of the Bill. 





Bill provides. 


Private Bill and Provisional Order system 
is better and cheaper than that which the 


Mr. CALDWELL: This measure is| Question put. 


merely being promoted by those who | 


The Committee divided: 


Ayes, 175; 


have practically an influential interest in | Noes, 62. (Division List No. 186.) 
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Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr- Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herb. Pike(Darlington) 
Penn, John 

Pilkington, R. (Lanes Newton) 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Herbert( Hackney) 
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Russell, Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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pt) 
~I 
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TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Dr. Clark and Mr. Caldwell. 





Moss, Samuel 


Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Oldroyd, Mark 


Fenwick, Charles 
Clause 2 :— 


Dr. CLARK : The Amendment which 
stands in my name on the Paper is taken 
from the last Bill introduced by the 
Government in 1892. It proposes that 
the determination of these matters should 
be not by the two Chairmen of the 
Committees, but by a_ standing Joint 


Committee of hoth Houses, composed 
of two peers and two commoners 
and the two Chairmen. The two 


peers and two commoners should be 
appointed every session, and every Pro- 
visional Order applied for should be sent 
to this Commission to be determined, and 
they should consider the procedure. In 
the present edition of the Bill this joint | 
Committee is entirely dropped, and_ this 
work is relegated to the two Chairmen of | 
the Committees. So far as the Chairman 
of Committees of this House is con- 
cerned, in my opinion he has quite enough | 
todo. At the present time he is engaged | 
all the morning on Private Bill work and 
all the evening in this House, and cannot | 
be expected to give a great deal of time 
to this work. I much prefer the form 
.proposed by the right hon. Gentleman in 
1892, which gives us a body who will 
meet and discuss these matters. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 2, after the word ‘Com- 
mons, to insert the words ‘and two Members | 
of each House of Parliament appointed at the | 
beginning of each session in manner provided | 
by Standing Orders shall be a Standing Joint | 
Committee of the two Houses of Parliament.’’ 
—(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” 


VOL. LXXII. [Fourru Seriss.] 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The hon. 
Member forgets that the scheme of the 
Bill of 1892 is radically different to the 
scheme of this Bill. The scheme of the 
Bill of 1892 was a scheme for Private 
Bills, and there was no radical change at 
all in the initial stages of those Bills. 
The Joint Standing Committee was then 
created in order to deal with the Bills in 
the House, and see whether, when they 
had got to the Committee stage, they 
should go down for local inquiry. The 
present Bill is not a Private Bill scheme 
at all, but a Provisional Order scheme, 
and it was thought right to reserve the 


| control of this House over these matters. 


It is desirable that there should be some- 


| body to determine what is fitted to be 


proceeded with as a Private Bill and 
what is fitted to be dealt with as a Pro- 
visional Order, and it was felt that the 


| two Chairmen would be a proper tribunal 


for that purpose. There would be a great 
disadvantage in adding two Peers and 
two Members of this House to the tribunal, 
because a great deal would be done when 
Parliament is not sitting, and they would 
not be here. The two Chairmen, on the 
other hand, are obliged to be here in the 


| Autumn to deal with Private Bill matters 
’ 


and it is felt that they could do this 
work at the same time. I therefore do 
not propose to accept this Amendment. 

Mr. CALDWELL: The difference be- 
tween this Bill and the Bill of 1892 is 
very small. True, that Bill was to deal 
with Private Bills, this is to deal with 
Provisional Orders ; but, call it whatever 
you like, it is the same thing, and the Provi- 
sional Order has the full effect of an Act 
of Parliament. The whole question which 
2L 


a 
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the Joint Committee of 1892 had to deter- 
mine was whether the Bill was one that 
should be relegated to local inquiry 
or not, and that is the scheme of the 
present Bill. The small changes in the 
Bill are immaterial. What is the effect 
of this tribunal? When a Conservative 
Government is in power the Chairman of 
Committees, the Secretary for Scotland, 
and the Chairman of the Committees of the 
House of Lords are Conservative, and 
they can say whether the Bill shall come 
to this House or not. They hold the 
strings, and the Secretar 'y for Scotland can | 
say “ Refer it to me,” and if he in his dis- | 
cretion sends it away we have no control 
over it whatever. There is a little 
difference if a Liberal Government is in 
power, because then, though the Chair- 
man of Committee in this House and the 
Secretary for Scotland are Liberals, the 
Chairman of Committees in the House of 
Lords is a Conservative, and he has power 
to prevent such a thing being done. It 
is a strong order to deny the right of a 
Private Bill to come to this House and to 
relegate it to a Scotch tribunal. I think 


that matter ought to be determined by an | 


impartial Committee. 


Mr. RICHARDS (Finsbury, E.): I 
thoroughly sympathise with my _ hon. 
friend the Member for Mid Lanark in the 
views he has put before the House. 


than the procedure with regard to Provi- 
sional Orders, as it amounts to nothing 
less than an attempt by permanent officials | 
to smuggle through the House 


*ToE CHAIRMAN: 
do not think that is quite the question 
that is now before the House. 


Mr. RICHARDS: 
rule that, Sir, I cannot go into it. 
only say I intend to ‘support the hon. 
Member opposite, because in my opinion 
if the Bill is carried as it stands it will he 
clearly an injustice to Scotland, and so 





Of course, if you 


long as the Scotch people desire to take 


the opinions of Committees of this House 


it is not right of this or any other Govern- | 


ment to attempt to deprive them of that 
constitutional right. 


Dr. CLARK: I am somewhat. sur- 
prised that my Amendment is not 
accepted. I have taken that clause out | 
of the Bill of 1892 which it was proposed | 
to bring in after three years’ consideration. 
The tribunal was proposed because it did 


Mr.Caldwell, 


{COMMONS} 


To | 


my mind nothing is more unsatisfactory | 


Order, order! I} 


I can | 
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not matter whether the initial stages of a 
Bill where taken at Edinburgh or West- 
minster, but it was thought proper that 
they should be determined by a Joint 
Standing Committee of this character, 
| and that the matter should be considered 
by some independent Members. | 
believe that if the Government only ex- 
press their willingness to appoint a Joint 
Committee of the two Houses they will 
get through this Bill to-night. 


Stir H. CAMPBELL- BANNERM AN: 
| In the course of this evening’s discussion 
| I said with regard to the Instruction that 
was moved befor e we got into Committee 
that I doubted whether there was full 
justification for the hope entertained by 
the Lord Advocate that this Bill would 
be found applicable to other parts of the 
United Kingdom besides Scotland. This 
was one of ‘the points which I had in my 
mind when I said that, because here we 
are putting a great work and an immense 
responsibility upon the Chairmen of the 
|two Houses. I may be told that the 
existing Chairmen have come before the 
Committee and said that they were 
willing and able to do this work, and I 
have no doubt that they would patrioti- 
cally perform these duties if they were 
imposed upon them. But let us con- 
| sider what the Chairman of this House 
has to do. He is the most laborious 
member of the House during the session, 
hot excepting the Speaker himself, and 
| during the autumn he is engaged to a 
| very ‘considerable extent in the prepara- 
| tory steps of Private Bill business. Now 
| we are going to ask him, together with the 
'Chairman of the other House, to decide 
| the very delicate question as to which of 
these proposals shall be dealt with as 
| Private Bills and which shall be dealt 
with by way of Provisional Order. They 
| are in effect to be the tribunal to deal with 
/matters which will involve the employ- 
ment of London agents, which rather 
disposes of some of the arguments, especi- 
ally that rather fallacious argument of 
| taking as much money for Scotland as 
you possibly can. I think if we con- 
| sider the amount of work that this will 
impose upon the Chairmen, if the Bill is 
‘extended to the three ‘kingdoms, we 
shall see very little prospect of this 
| particular machinery being applied. 
|forget exactly the figures quoted, but 
| there is a very small proportion of Scotch 
‘business before the House, and most of 
the Scotch Bills are unimportant—the 
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most important are the railway Bills, | against. We ought to be at one upon 
which occupy a great deal of time. There | this point, that we should preserve the 
are 145 Private Bills for England and 25 | legislative faculties of this House as far 
for Scotland, and supposing the same | as possible. 

hi is applied to the 145 as to th 
Se ee eo a | ik AS MURRAY: | cheats 


25, we can form some opinion xi- | 
mately of how heavy a difioch the | glad if hon. Members who are so hostile 
duties which are laid upon the Chairman | this Bill would do me the honour to 
would be. After all, I think it is rather | Tad its clauses, as it is impossible to 
too much if we contemplate extending | listen to the speeches made by hon. Mem- 
the provisions of this Bill to other parts | bers without discovering that they have 
of the kingdom. My hon. friend proposes | not done so. If they look at the clause 
to constitute a Joint Committee, and | they will see that the Secretary for Scot- 
though his proposal may not be complete, , land has nothing to do with it, and there- 
it is one which would give a great relief | fore it is ridiculous to say that the 
to the Chairmen, and a tribunal which [| Whole thing will fall into the hands of the 
think would be most satisfactory—it | Scotch Secretary. This is a Bill to the 
would introduce into that stage of the | principle of which the House has agreed. 
proceedings that control of Parliament | The principle is that it is a Provisional 
which we desire to see so far as possible | Order Bill, and if hon. Members do not 
from first to last. The point which par- | wish to wreck it they must face the fact that 
ticularly struck me, and drew from me a| this is a Provisional Order Bill, and not a 
few words earlier in the evening, was the | Private Bill Procedure Bill. I do not think 
alteration of the status of the two Chair- | that we can gain anything at all by the 
men. It is a very serious step to take, election of these hon. Gentlemen. In the 
and I think they ought not to have this | ordinary course that wouldnot add much to 
work imposed upon them if it can be | the control of the House, and there would 
| be the other disadvantage that you would 
not be able to get hold of them after the 
Mr. CRIPPS: I believe if this pro- | rising of the House. Therefore you would 
posal could be carried out it would be a} not be able to proceed with any of these 
distinct improvement in the Bill. But) measures. You can get the two Chairmen 
first of all, are we to understand that, at | together, and you have the benefit of 
any time of the year when an application | getting their determinations during the 
is made to proceed under the new Bill,/ months of October, November, and 
the two Chairmen are then to be got! December upon these questions. As to 
together in order to investigate the whether they have time to do the work, 
importance of the measure under Clause | both of them have said before a Select 
2? I do not think that is at all a | Committee that they have the time, and 
practical proposal. I do not think the | therefore the suggestion of adding two 
decision of the Chairmen in itself would | Members of this House, in my opinion, is 
be a sufficient guarantee that the rights | an empty suggestion. Under the circum- 
of this House are preserved, because it is | stances, Ido not see my way to accept the 
notorious that in many points in Private | Amendment. 
Bill legislation there is a great difference | 
of opinion between the Chairman and the} Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I do 
House. But if you have two Members| not think the Lord Advocate has 
from each House elected from time to | addressed himself to the most formidable 
time, you would get a true representation | argument against him. The Leader of the 
of the opinions of this House. As re-| Opposition takes his stand on the imme- 
gards the present suggestion of only the | diate intention of the Government to 
two Chairmen, I certainly think the effect | extend the scheme and machinery of this 
of this Bill would be to greatly increase | Bill to the whole of the United Kingdom. 
the departmental power as against this) Even if the Chairmen are willing and 
House, and upon that point I am anxious | able to perform these duties with regard 
to protect the power of this House. I/ to Scotch Bills, they must recognise that 
cannot help coming to the conclusion that | if all the Private Bills that come before 


avoided. 








‘the increase which will be made will be | this House are to be considered by them 


really a departmental increase of power | they would not be able to deal with them. 
in the office of the Secretary for Scotland, | I have now the figures for the last seven 
and that is a thing we ought to guard | years upon this question, and beginning 
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with 1887 I find that the average annual 
number of English measures is 158, Irish 
12, and Scotch 27. Is it reasonable to 
suppose that the Chairmen of both Houses 
will be able to undertake 
with regard to them all ? 
Mr. DALZIEL: This is a point upon 
which I should like to ask the Lord Ad- 


Private Legislation 


vocate to keep an open mind until the | 


Report stage. Not one hon. Member 
who has spoken has opposed the Amend- 
ment; all have taken the same 
This proposal is one which was introduced 
in the Bill of 1892 by the Leader of the 
House, and in face of the fact that there 
is no evidence of any need for change. 
I think the proposal which is put forward 
is a good one which ought to be 
accepted. Everybody 
favour of the Amendment, and I put it 
to the Lord Advocate that if he wants 
the Bill to go through it can be only be 
got through by a give-and-take policy. 

Mr. COCHRANE (Ayrshire, N.): The 
reason that I have not spoken up to now is 
that I considered that if this Bill passes this 
Amendment is not likely to give it the 
authority of law. The hon. Member says 
these words appeared in the Bill of 1892. 
But everybody knows that the Bill of 
1892 was only intended to deal with the 
procedure on Private Bills, which it was 
intended to facilitate. If these Provi- 
sional Orders are to be brought up at any 
time of the year, it will throw the onus 
of considerable labour upon the Chair- 
men. Would it be more difficult to get 
two Members of the House of Lords and 
the House of Commons to assist them 4 
I myself do not see how we can expect 
the two Chairmen to do all this work 
themselves. 

Sm H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I should like to supplement my statement 
by referring to the evidence of the Chair- 
men of Committees before the Select 
Committee. It is true they said that 
they could perform the duties which 
the Bill imposes upon them, but they 
stated that so long as their work was 
limited to Scotch or Irish Bills it could be 
done satisfactorily, whereas if it was to be 
extended to all Bills, including Welsh and 
English Bills, their work would be of a 
very difficult character. I hope that due 
weight will be given by the Government 
to that opinion. 

Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I am perfectly 
well aware of the evidence given before 

Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 


these duties | 


tone. | 


has spoken in | 


| which may involve public issues of the 
' greatest importance, and rely on the ips 
) 
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| the Select Committee, but sufficient unto 
| the day is the evil thereof ; and when we 
|find that the burden under this Bill 
| presses too heavily upon the Chairmen, 
it will be time enough to consider this 
question. We should not do any good 
by considering it now. 


Mr. SOUTTAR : I wish to say, with 
regard to the answer given by the Lord 
| Advocate, that it would be impossible to 
| gettwo Members of the House of Commons 
and of the House of Lords to join this tri- 
bunal, that I do not think there is much 
in it—I think it would be quite easy, but 
there need not be any difficulty as to 
‘that. The salient point before the Com- 
mittee in my opinion is this: that from 
the Chairmen’s point of view this isa 
desirable Amendment. I think that for 
that reason the Chairmen themselves 
would be exceedingly glad that this 
Amendment should be accepted by the 
Government, and for my part I cannot 
see the slightest shadow of reason why 
they should refuse to accept it. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: I cannot see why 
there is such a desperate hurry in getting 
| these Provisional Orders through. I think 
/it is of great importance that there 
should be more individuals concerned in 
' the decision between the two Chairmen, 
| You want to have more continuity in 
‘your position, and that continuity you 
| will get if you have a small committee 

such as is suggested. It seems to be 
| thought that a Chairman can be got hold 

of at any time during the summer recess 
|or autumn. My own opinion has been 
| that he was free during the recess to go 
| wherever he pleased, and do whatever he 
| pleased. I think therefore the decision 
‘of the Chairmen will necessarily have to 
be waited for during those months, but I 
do not see how any serious harm can come 
_ to the promoters. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): The argu 


ments used in favour of this Amend- 
mend seem to be absolutely ur 
answerable. I can remember many 
occasions when a Chairman, — even 


backed up by the opinion of the Com- 
mittee, has been overruled by a large 
majority in the House itself. It is there 
fore a strong thing to urge that the 
House should be deprived of the power 
of review in the case of Private Bills, 
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nto dirit of the Chairmen of Committees. | feeling which has been very generally 
we Irish Members naturally take a very | expressed, not only on this side of 
Bill great interest in this Bill, because we are the House, but upon both sides—the 
en, promised some measure for Ireland to| feeling that there ought to be left to 
this deal with the very same subject, and the | the House some remnant of control over 
ood Irish measure may be drawn somewhat | measures which the House has hitherto 
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upon the same lines as this Bill. I must 


confess that, although I am very anxious | 


indeed to see some scheme devised by 
which the present inconvenience can be 
spared to Irish suitors and Scotch suitors 


also, as well as to the witnesses, I view | 
these proposals for transferring the pre- | 
‘has been very generally expressed ; and 


sent jurisdiction for dealing with private 
Bills with the greatest possible suspicion. 
I confess from my own point of view the 
remedy to apply to these admitted griev- 
ances would be in a totally different direc- 
tion. It would he some really represen- 
tative local body sitting either in Edin- 
burgh or Dublin, I think the hon. Member 
for Caithness is perfectly right in endea- 
vouring to add to the Chairmen of the 
two Houses two independent Members 
of the two Houses. We all remember 
occasions again and again, when, under 
the cloak of a Private Bill, a matter of 
the utmost importance has been intro- 
duced, and it appears to me that the pro- 
tection proposed to be given by this 
Amendment is quite reasonable and mode- 
rate. 


in the forcible appeal that has been made 
to the Lord Advocate to reconsider his 
attitude with regard to this Amendment. 


I think it is much to be regretted that the | 


Lord Advocate should show such an un- 
yielding disposition in regard to Amend- 
ments which do not affect any vital part 
of his Bill. To pursue that course is not 


calculated to facilitate the passage of | 


the measure. Now, Sir, there are some 


considerations which ought, I think, to. 
weigh with the right hon. Gentleman. In | 
the first place, I should like him to reflect | igi 
upon the fact that the acceptance of the | the Bill of 1892 there 
'scheme, but the difference makes my 


Amendment which is being proposed will 
in no wise affect the principle of his 
measure. In the second place this 
Amendment, which he has refused to 
consider, is an Amendment which has been 
approved by the right hon, Gentleman’s 
own leader, the First Lord of the 
Treasury, and coming from such a source 
I should have thought it might have been 
treated with a little more respect than 
has been shown to it by the Lord Advo- 
cate. In the next place, the acceptance 
of this Amendment would satisfy the 


|fullly and 


completely controlled. I 
am perfectly well aware from the ex- 
pressions -which have fallen from the 
Lord Advocate that he attaches no im 
portance whatever to that feeling, but at 
the same time he cannot deny the exist- 
ence of the feeling, and the fact that it 


that being so, I think he would do well to 
reconsider his position. 


*Mr. STUART WORTLEY: I would 
have preferred a solution of the whole 
problem by a short Bill providing that a 
Committee on a Scotch Private Bill might 
sit at any time elsewhere than at West- 
minster. By the plan proposed in the 
present Bill the only security the House 
has that Private Bills shall be properly 
classified is the qualities of the Chairman 
so rightly exercised at present, and the 
objectional feature of the proposal is the 
new-fangled creation of a statutory officer 
outside the House, and over whom the only 
control the House would have would be 


_by the supersession of its Chairman. I 
cannot see that any real or fundamental 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK : I desire to join | 


damage would be done to the Bill by 
associating two members with the Chair- 
men of the two Houses. I do not think 
that the important question of the classi- 
fication of Bills should be left to officers 
selected in a circuitous manner and given 
a status novel to Parliamentary procedure. 


Dr. CLARK : During the hour and a 
half we have been discussing this Amend- 
ment only one Member has supported the 
Lord Advocate, i.e. my hon. friend the 
Member for North Ayrshire (Mr. Coch- 
rane). We have been told that under 
was a different 


Amendment all the more necessary. The 
fifth section of the 8th clause takes away 
the right of appeal to the House on the 
question of classification, for the Chair- 
men, with the sanction of the Secretary 
for Scotland, may refuse such an appeal. 
Myhon. friend the Member for North Ayr- 
shire opposes the Amendment because he 
thinks it will “ dish” Home Rule for Scot- 
land. Our idea, however, is that it 
will help Home Rule for Scotland. Un- 
less we can get some stronger arguments 
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against the proposal, I shall be compelled 


to go to a Division and _ take the feeling | 


of the House. 


{COMMONS} 
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that it will interfere with the speedy 
progress of this Bill. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: My difficulty 


Cot. DENNY (Kilmarnock Burghs): I | has been, first of all, with regard to the 
am opposed to any such power being | matter of time, because of the Chairmen 
given to the Chairmen as is proposed by | being here in London in November and 


this Bill, and I feel compelled to support 
the Amendment of the hon. Member for 
Caithness. 


Mr. DALZIEL : I am sorry the learned 


Lord Advocate has shown so little dis- 


position to meet the views of the critics | 


of this Bill, as well as those of its sup- 


porters, because if. he expects to carry | 
| of last year. 


this Bill in a reasonable time he will have 


to show a little more consideration for the | 
arguments brought forward in favour of | 
Amendments than he has to-night. We | 


have had five speakers from the opposite 
side of the House, some of them Scotch 


Members, in favour of this Amendment, | 


and we have only had the speech of one 
private Member in support of the Lord 
Advocate. I do not wish to under-rate 
the importance of the hon. Member for 
North Ayrshire, but he will excuse me if 
[ say that he is in an official atmosphere. 
He is so close to the Treasury Bench 
that I cannot conceive the possibility of 
the hon. Member taking any view hostile 
to that of a Member who sits upon that 
bench. I see the right hon. Gentleman 


December, and they are in a very favour- 
able position to give a decision upon the 
points put before them. This position 
would not be shared by private Members. 
My hon. and learned friend has asked 
why have we changed from the Bill ‘of 
1892? He forgets that this position with 
regard to the Chairmen is the position 
entirely approved by the Select Committee 
My principal difficulty is 
that a great many of the speeches have 
not really dealt with the question of 
whether private Members should he added 
'so much as with the somewhat larger 
| question of whether there is sufficient con- 
trol by this House over the legislation 
here proposed. A great many Members 
have spoken as if, once the Chairmen have 
/come to a determination that a particular 
| subject should be dealt with as a Pro- 
visional Order, the matter disappeared 
| from the control of this House altogether, 
/and never came back to it. They always 
|ignore the fact that it must come hack. 
'(“No.”) Yes, if there is opposition it 
| must come back, providing the opposition 
lis not merely frivolous. I will consider 


the Leader of the House has returned to | whether there should not be some method 
his place, and I think it would be an ad- | of giving this House a still further control 
advantage to know what are the reasons | in all these matters, and also whether 
which have induced him to depart from | there may be any practicable way of 
his own proposal. I rather fancy, as the | adding some other Members besides the 


right hon. Gentleman has remained silent, 
that we have converted him, and I shall 
listen with interest to hear him defend 
his later position, because, after all, he is 
somewhat of a democrat, and he would 
be the last to argue, when there is practi- 


| Chairmen for the consideration of this 
| particular fact, treating it as a branch of 
| what is really the larger question of the 
control of this House. I hope hon. Mem- 
| bers will also consider that really time is 
| the essence of the question. 





cally a unanimous opinion in favour of an 
Amendment which raises a point to which) Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
we attach great importance, that that |The right hon. Gentleman has shown a 
point should not have the fullest con-! disposition to meet what was the general 
sideration. I heg, therefore, to appeal | feeling of the Committee ; but the promise 
onee again to the Lord Advocate. I he has made has not been quite so explicit 
think in the interests of the Bill he had|as we desire. There has been a very 
hetter adopt the suggestion which I made | strong case indeed made out. Not only 
some time ago, which was that he should | have we had a number of Members on 
leave the matter open and bring it forward | this side of the House desiring to have 
again on Report, and see if he cannot do! some Members of Parliament added to 
something to meet the unanimous ex-| this Committee, but we have had the 
pression of opinion to which the Com-} Member for the Kilmarnock Burghs int- 
mittee has listened. The right hon. | mate that it was deliberately accepted as 
Gentleman has shown no disposition to a solemn necessity by all the Scotch 
concede anything, and I am rather afraid | Unionist Members of Parliament, and that 


Dr. Hedderwick. 
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there was an objection entertained to the 
proposal to confer these powers on the 
two Chairmen. In these circumstances I 
think the right hon. Gentleman might go 
a little further. Why should he not 


{12 JuNE 1899} 
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| now has incharge. Iam sorry I have not 
| been able to listen to the whole discussion 
| upon this present proposal—it is through 
ino fault of mine—but I gather that all 
| this anxiety, which has been expressed 


accept the Amendment of my hon. friend, | in different parts of the House, really 
subject to the opportunity of correcting | arises from a fear—a natural fear, and, up 
or altering it on the Report stage? That | to a certain point, a legitimate fear in my 


would be a more definite step to take. 
All that has been said has been not with 
any desire to wreck the Bill, as has been 
suggested, but with no desire except to 
make it as effective as possible for the 


opinion—lest under the guise of reforming 
our Private Bill legislation we should 
permit the House to be deprived of real 
control not only over the details of this 
'scheme or that scheme, but over the 








purpose for which it is intended. We all | general principles of legislation which 
know the immense difficulty in providing | ought to govern not merely public Bills, 
machinery for dealing with private legis-| but private Bills also. This is only 
lation. The proof of that is the number | one of a set of Amendments proposed by 
of Bills which have been introduced again | different gentlemen in different quarters 
and again to this House and proved in- | of the House, all having the same object, 
adequate. This Bill is full of difficulties, namely, that of keeping the control which 
and we wish to help the Lord Advocate, | this House has over the private legisla- 
if he will allow us, out of those difficulties, | tion of Scotland, or any other part of the 
and it is in that spirit I urge upon him to | United Kingdom, which may come under 
accept the Amendment. the scope of this Bill or any future Bill 
framed on like principles. [sympathise with 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No doubt it is. that desire, andunless weallow our desire to 
see that object carried into effect smother 
and destroy what ought to be the govern- 
ing principles of legislation of this land, 
No less than four Bills have been brought namely, to reduce the cost, to reduce the 
forward by different gentlemen—one of trouble, and to prevent that great burden 
them by myself —- attempting to deal which some of these inquiries have neces- 
with this problem. The right hon. sitated, I see no objection to any reason- 
Gentleman assumes for that reason that | *ble provision being put into the Bill by 
all these Bills have been of equal value. which that object may be attained. But 
I am not quite sure that I agree with | the a hefore the House is not 
that. The truth is that this is a change the best way for carrying it out. My 
in our procedure which may be carried | right hon. friend has explained that if you 
out in many different ways; and_pro- | Mist that two unpaid unofficial Members 
bably any one of those four ways which, | should be here through October, Novem- 
after careful consideration, have been | ber, and December—— 

roposed is, if not quite as good, not; ,, a 
tte much worse shins any sP se But SEVERAL Hon. Mempers: No! 
all ways are, no doubt, open to objection ; 
and I have noticed in dealing with these/ Mr. CRIPPS: Bills must be deposited 
proposals that there is always some by December 21st. 
gentleman to be found on one side of 
the House or the other, and usually a Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We will not 
gentleman from each side of the House, quarrel over the months ; it does not affect 
who has an alternative to suggest. The my argument whether it was November 
result is we lose ourselves in this per- or December; it is at any rate some 
petual balancing of alternatives, which, months which are not in the session, 
after all, do not differ much from one | 
another, discussing then in immense detail,; AN Hon. Member: Two days will he 
at a great cost of time, until the Bill is enough. 
likely to be smothered. I trust the | 
Committee will endeavour to avoid that | Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It may be, 
danger which has proved so serious, and | but it will be a tax upon either the Chair- 
even fatal, to proposals which have pre-, man of this House or the Chairman of the 
ceded that which my right hon, friend | other House, orupon any Member who may 





perfectly true that this House has been 
year after year occupied with one varia- 
tion after another of this one theme. 
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have to deal with the matter, and to re- | of the Opposition, has expressed 
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his 


quire unofficial and unpaid Members to | desire to see carried out, and it must 
attend in our holiday appears to me to | 


be 





An Hon. Member: There are legal 
Members of this House who are always 
in London in the late autumn, and who 
would be available. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the House wants a legal man. I think 
the House must be glad to have two 
private Members, who are not of the legal 
profession, who are quite willing to give 
their time in the public service. It is a 
serious thing to insist that it should be a 
necessary and integral part of our 


machinery that unpaid Members should be | 


here out of session. That would he an objec- 
tion which would he very serious, if not 
fatal. Iwould suggest as afar more com- 
plete alternative than anything that is 
done before a Bill goes to these local tri- 
bunals that this House should have a more 
complete control than it has under the 
Bill of the Government for dealing with 
the measure after it has left the local 
tribunal. I was very much struck by 
some arguments brought forward by my 
learned friend the Member for Stroud and 
others in the earlier part of the discussion, 


meet the views of many English 
Members not interested in the details 
of Scotch legislation, but extremely 


anxious that the control of this House 
should not be lost of the general prin- 
ciples under which Private Bill legisla- 
tion in this and all other parts of the 
United Kingdom ought to be conducted. 


Mr. CRIPPS: If the Committee had 
all along been met in the sympathetic 
spirit of the First Lord of the Treasury, 


a great many of our difficulties would 


have been removed. I certainly should 


“agree with him that if this Amendment 


' December 21st, as we all know. 


in which it was explained that there might | 


he changes in our law introduced un- 
known to this House in unopposed Bills. 
That danger would not be prevented by 
the proposal before the House. 


Mr. CALDWELL: 
for afterwards. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My suggestion 
is that we should not try by this means 
simply to strengthen the Chairmen or the 
Members who are asked to do things which 
this House has never asked its Members 


to strengthen the grip which this House 


before it actually becomes law. 
Committee will let this Amendment slide, 


That is provided | 


| 


did necessitate the attendance of Members 
of Parliament out of session to deal with 
work of this kind it would a very 
strong objection. But there is no such 
necessity, because Bills are deposited by 
Prob- 
ably this tribunal would want to consider 
this matter about twice a year, and that 
could be done about the time when Parlia- 
ment met and when it rose —that is, about 
the beginning of February and the begin- 
ning of August—thus giving two periods 
in the year when the matters could be 
considered conveniently for all concerned. 
It is also very important that at the out- 
set we should get a proper distinction made 
as to what matters should come before the 
House. I hope the First Lord of the 
Treasury will see that the objections to 
which he has referred do not really apply 
to this Amendment; but I must thank 
him for the sympathetic way in which he 
has dealt with the matter. 


be 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
We all fully recognise the way in 
which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House has dealt with the 


subject, and we are grateful for the pro- 
to do before, but that we should endeavour | 


mise he has given with regard to the 


| larger question of maintaining the control 
has upon proposed Private Bill legislation 


If the | 


I will consult with my right hon. and | 
learned friend whether some machinery of a | 


far more effective character cannot be de- 
vised. The suggestion would not be open 


to the objection to asking Members to sit | 
out of session and do unpaid work, and it | 


of Parliament over what may be im- 
portant legislation contained in these 
private proposals. But that does not 
affect the particular proposal before the 
Committee, which is whether the tribu- 
nal to be composed to determine the 


initial question whether Bills should pro- 


ceed in one way or in another should 
consist solely of the two Chairmen. We 


would at the same time have the effect of | have urged many arguments against 

carrying out the policy which I think the | leaving the Chairmen to do this work 

right hon. Gentleman opposite, the Leader | alone. We have asked that two Members 
| 

} 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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—not chosen by the Party Whips, but 
appointed by the Committee of Selection 
or some other impartial body—should be 
put upon the tribunal as assessors or 


assistants to the two Chairmen. I do | 


not think the right hon. Gentleman has 
met our proposals, and we are not content 
to leave the matter as it now stands. On 
the other hand, after the disposition 
which the Government has shown to meet 
us, I should regret very much having to 
go to a Division, and I would therefore 
suggest that we should now report Pro- 
gress, and when we meet again next week 
at the same point in the Bill, the Govern- 
ment will have had time to consider the 
question and to see whether our desire 
can be carried into effect. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
any good would be gained by resisting the 
suggestion of the right hon. Gentleman, 
though I regret giving up even ten 
minutes of public time. I hope the 
House will consent, when we resume the 
discussion of this clause, to remember that 
what we have to deal with is the question 
of Parliamentary control. Whatever we 
decide, we shall do our best to meet the 
general views of the House. 


Motion made, and Question, 


“ That the Chairman do report Progress ; and 
ask leave to sit again, 


put, and agreed to. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again 


upon Thursday. 


TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE TIME 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. [Lords. | 
SECOND READING. 

Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion 
p sed 


made, and Question pro 


“That the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Mr. DALZIEL: This Bill has given 
rise to a very great deal of consideration. | 
If the right hon. Gentleman intends now 
to proceed with the Second Reading, I | 
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Ido not think | 


ask whether it is the 
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| some kind for the Bill. The result of the 
inquiry into this matter was of a very 
| inconclusive character, and there was a 
| general understanding that there should 
be further inquiry before any further 
| legislation should be passed. Does the 
i right hon. Gentlenran intend to meet the 
| generally expressed wish of those who are 
| interested in the matter that there should 
| be some further tribunal for the purpose 
| of taking evidence? The right hon. 
| Gentleman is a fair man, and I am sure 
| he does not wish to carry a measure which 
|has given rise to so much opposition in 
| different parts of Scotland. We know 
| the advantage of taking care of the small 
| trout, and in some parts of Scotland the 
| present state of things is almost a crying 
| scandal ; but, at the same time, the provi- 
| sions of the Bill are such as to give rise to 
| the reasonable suspicion that it is some- 
| what of a class measure. In this Bill 
|there is to be no close time so far as 
private proprietors are concerned. My 
point is that if there is to be a close 
| time at all it ought not to apply simply 
|to places where our workmen get the 
| pleasure of trout fishing, but it ought 
jalso to apply to lochs which are pri- 
vately owned by Highland landlords and 
others throughout Scotland. I have 
spoken in order to give the right hon. 
Gentleman an opportunity of framing his 
answers to the questions which I thought 
it my duty to put to him in the interests 
of those who are concerned in the Bill 


It being midmeht, 
adjourned, 


the Debate stood 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


LUNACY BILL [Lords]. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, 8.) : Thursday. 

Mr. CHANNING: I should like to 
intention of the 


iQ rer » ry scder T es 20 7 
think it is much too important a measure | Government to consider this, because we 


to be brought forward at a time when the | 
House cannot possibly devote the atten- | 
tion to it which its importance demands. | 
The Bill is bitterly opposed in certain 


ought to have some notice. 
some very important changes suggested. 


There are 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: That question 


parts of Scotland, although it may possess | had better be directed to the Secretary 
some good qualities, and there is a case of | of State for the Home Department. 
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Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): May | Mr. CALDWELL: The use of public 


I appeal to the Under Secretary for the | baths for the purpose of entertainments is 
Home Department to put down this Bill|a very important question; we have 
at‘such a date as would enable the various | purposely put a clause in the Act restrict- 
local authorities throughout Kngiand and | ing such use, and until the matter can be 
Wales who are interested in some of its | discussed in the House in a proper way 
provisions to suggest to him some simple this Bill ought not to proceed. 


hut necessary Amendments which are | 


contemplated, If any attempt is made to ee 
get it through to-night or to-morrow Mr. ges Bl RNS: I do appeal to 
night, or any night this week, I should, in the hon. hen “ withdraw his et Ae 
the interests of one district very much | #0" © ‘ms Dill. It seems to me to be 
concerned in it, oppose it ; but I believe | ridiculous that we should have, in many 
if he will consult the local authorities he | “S°> @ magnificent building absolutely 
cite aint She Bill throush this session | empty for the four or five winter months, 
die 4 when with a piano therein we could get 


the boys and girls out of the streets and 





Second Reading deferred till Thurs 


day. git 3 them a course of physical drill with 
BATHS AND WASHHOUSES ACTS simjle accompaniments, which ought 


(AMENDMENT) BILL. charm the hon. Gentleman the member 
for a Lanarkshire constituency. I appeal 
to the hon. Member to add to his many 
Mr. BIGWOOD (Middlesex, Brentford); | legislative attainments by getting — the 
This Bill merely provides that baths may | credit of allowing this simple Bill to 
be used for dancing and so on. In many | pass through. 
districts the authorities have spent large | 
sums of money for the purpose of putting | 
up baths and washhouses under what is : 
called the Adoptive Act, and they are | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


_ 


rk. CALDWELL: I object. 


very anxious indeed to make some use of | Second Reading deferred till Thursday. 
them in the winter months. London | 
already possesses that power, and I believe | 
there is no objection to other authorities Adjourned at ten minutes after 
having the same. Twelve o'clock. 
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<5) | WATERMEN’S AND LIGHTERMEN’S 
HOUSE OF LORDS. | ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. [Lords.] 
Tuesday 13th June 1899. | Report from the Select Committee 


|That it is not expedient to proceed 
| further with the Bill: read, and ordered 
NEW PEER. to lie on the Table. 


The Duke of Beaufort sat first iN | SOUTH - EASTERN AND LONDON, 


Parliament after the death of his father. CHATHAM, AND DOVER RAIL- 
er: WAY ‘COMPANIES (NEW LINES) 
BILL. 


PRIVA TE BILL BUSINESS. Read 2*, and committed: the Com- 


| mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
The Lord Chancellor acquainted the | of Selection. 

- House that the Clerk of the Parliaments sila ola: sli ine laainis ila 
had laid upon the Table the Certificate NOS AYRES AN f > RAIL- 
from the Examiners that the further WAT CORES S See ae | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- YORKE ESTATE BILL. [Lords.] 

ing Bill have been complied with : 





Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
WOKING WATER AND GAS. | Commons. 
And also the Certificate that the Stand- | 
ing Orders applicable to the following | 
Bill have been complied with : | LONDON IMPROVEMENTS BILL. 


CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY BILL 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | SHEFFIELD CORPORATION MARKETS 
ORDERS (No. 2). | BILL. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. | S$TOCKPORT CORPORATION BILL.’ 
Brought from the Commons, read 1°, 
EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL. | and referred to the Examiners. 
A witness ordered to attend the Select | ayer ener ; ‘ 
Committee. | BIRKENHEAD ~ atan BILL. 
| 40rds, 


: SOUTHPORT TRAMWAYS BILL. [Lords.], Returned from the Commons agreed to, 


Report from the Select Committee, with Amendments. 
That the promoters do not intend to pro- 7 etre: Sank 

= ° AY £ 3 Js 3 t re ras. 

ceed further with the Bill: Ordered that Me yecsnctainie BURGH BILL. [Lords.] 
the Bill be not further proceeded with. | Retur ned from the Commons agreed to, 
| with Amendments: The said Amend- 

RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL | ments considered, and agreed to. 
BILL. 


| METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
WORKINGTON CORPORATION WATER| (HARROW WEALD) PROVISIONAL 


BILL. [Lords. ] | ORDER BILL. 
Reported from the Select Committee| Read 3° (according to order), and 
with Amendments. | passed. 


BROOKE'S PARK (LONDONDERRY) | ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
BILL. [Lords.] ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. [Lords.] 

CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. aoe —— to order), and 
Reported. with Amendmenta. passed, and sent to the Commons. 





r We Tr rT x S ( S YU N oA } 
KENSINGTON AND NOTTING HILL | G48 ORDERE DON ‘tLords)} se 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL. 
The Chairman of Committees informed! WATER URDERS CONFIRMATION 
the House that the opposition to the Bill | BILL. [Lords.] 
was withdrawn: The orders made on the | House in Committee (according to 
2nd instant and yesterday discharged ;| order): Amend le : i 
ind y ay discharged ;| order): Amendments made: Standing 
and Bill committed for Friday next. |Committee negatived: The Report of 
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Amendments to be received on Thursday | 
next. 


Returns, Reports, &c. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. [Lords.] 
House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3* Thursday next. 


AND WATER ORDERS 
FIRMATION BILL. [Lords.] 
House in Committee (according to! 
order): Amendments made : Standing | 
Committee negatived: The Report of 
Amendments to be received on Thursday 
next. 


GAS CON | 


PROVISIONAL | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. [Lords.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. [Lords.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. ([Lords.] 


Committed to Committee of the whole 
House on Thursday next. 
TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. [Lords.] 


Committed : The Committee to be pro- 
posed by the Committee of Selection. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 2) 

To be read 2* on Thursday next: (The 
Earl of Dudley). 


SILL. 


PROVISIONAL 
(No. 114). 


LIGHTING 


ELECTRIC 
(No. 7) BILL 


ORDERS 


HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 


PROVISIONAL ORDER  (BORROW- 
STOUNNESS) BILL (No. 115). 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1) BILL 
(No. 116). 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES) BILL (No. 117). 


PROVISIONAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

ORDER (No. 5) BILL (No. 118). 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW) BILL (No. 
119). 

Brought from the Commons, read 


14, to be printed, and referred to the 
Examiners. 


{LORDS} 
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LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RAILWAY (PENSIONS) BILL. 


|LISBURN TOWN COMMISSIONERS 
BILL, 
now 

LISBURN URBAN DISTRICT COUNCILS 
BILL. 


Read 3*, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 


Papers relating to the complaints of 
British subjects in the South African 


| Republic. 


EXPLOSIVES. 

I. (Explosion of Carbo-gelatine at Fae- 
tory near Faversham.) Report to the 
right hon. the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, by Colonel A. Ford, 
C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of 
Explosives, on the circumstances attend- 
ing an explosion of carbo-gelatine in 
course of manufacture, which occurred at 
the factory of the Cotton Powder Com- 
pany, at Uplees Marshes, near Faversham, 
on the 5th of May, 1899. 


II. (Explosion of Percussion Caps at 
Factory at Streetly, near Birmingham.) 
Report to the right hon. the Secretary 
of State for the Home Department, by 
Major A. Cooper-Key, R.A., Her Ma- 
jesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on the 
circumstances attending an explosion of 
percussion caps in course of manufacture 
at the factory of the Birmingham Metal 
and Munitions Company, Limited, at 
Streetly, near Birmingham, on the 11th 
of April, 1899. 


EXPLOSIVES ACT, 1875. 
Twenty-third Annual Report of Her 


Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


CERTIFIED INEBRIATE REFORMA- 
TORIES (RULES FOR MANAGE- 
MENT.) 


Rules made with the approval of the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment for the domestic management of 
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the certified inebriate reformatory at Hor- 
field in the county of Gloucester. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


QUESTION. 
ESTATE DUTY. 

*THE CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(THE EArt oF MorLey), who had upon 
the Paper the following notice : 

“To call attention to the fact that, on the 
succession to an estate registered in the Land 
Registry, the title of the successor, though he 
has paid all the estate duties due from him, is 
for all time endorsed with a notice that the 
estate is still subject to an indefinite liability 
for estate duty ; and to the effect which such 
an endorsement has on registered titles ;” 


said: My Lords, I think I should explain 
that when I placed this notice upon the 
Paper of your Lordships’ House I did so 
under a misapprehension. Latterly new 
rules have been introduced by my noble 
and learned friend on the Woolsack with 
regard to the registration of land, which 
really render my notice to a very large ex- 
tent unnecessary ; but as it has been on the 
Paper for several days I think it is desir- 
able that I should say a few words in ex- 
planation of the reason why I gave notice 
to call attention to this matter. It was 
quite by accident that I became aware of 
the mode in which indefinite liability for 
estate duty is, or has been up to quite 
recently, endorsed on registered titles. I 
found myself in the somewhat unusual 
position of succeeding to a property which 
had been registered in the Land Registry, 
and when I had produced to the Regis- 
trar the receipts from Somerset House 
showing that all the duties on the land 
which were then ascertainable had been 
paid, I assumed that my title would be a 
-clear one, and that I would have all the 
advantages which are supposed to result 
irom a registered title. I was somewhat 
urprised to find that, although I was 
registered with absolute title, and although 
Thad paid all the duties then ascertain- 
able, the following entry was inserted at 
the end of my title : 

“The land is subject to such liability as 
may affect the same in respect of the estate 
duty on the decease of the owner.” 


This, it seems to me, is a very important 
matter, because it defeats the main object 
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of registering titles, which is to give the 


|owner of the land a clear title, and to 


facilitate a transfer. I inquired at once 
as to when this notice would be taken off, 
and was informed that it would never be 
taken off. I then made further inquiries 
as to the reason why it was placed on a 
registered title, and the explanation 1 re- 
ceived was this, that the Succession Duty 
Act of 1883 and the Finance Act of 1894 


| are so framed that they leave land charged 


in certain cases for estate duty over an un- 
limited period, and that that liability may 
very often arise, not from the will which 
creates the succession, but from extraneous 
circumstances which could never have en- 
tered into the head either of the testator or 
the successor, amongst other things the fall- 
ing in of long leases or any increment to the 
deceased person’s estate which may have 
come from sources which could not have 
been imagined at the time when the suc- 
cession was created. Of course, this lia- 
bility is increased by the fact that under 
the Finance Act of 1894 any such incre- 
ment might affect the aggregation and 
consequently the rate of duty which 
would be paid upon the estate, and I was 
informed that no lapse of time whatever 
could free the holder of the title from this 
liability. The actual liability does not 
merely affect registered land, but it also 
affects unregistered land. Though this is 
a much wider question than the one to 
which I am calling the attention of your 
Lordships, which is confined entirely to 
registered titles, I ventured to suggest 
whether, from the point of view of public 
policy, there ought not to be some period 
at which an estate which has paid all as- 
certainable duties should be free from any 
further liability. I doubt very much 
whether the gain to the Exchequer is in 
any way commensurate with the vexation 
which a continuing liability causes, and the 
interference with the free and easy transfer 
of land which such a liability must 
inevitably produce. Although this is, as 
I have said, a much wider question, still I 
venture to call the attention of the noble 
and learned Lord on the Woolsack to it. 


| I think it is a question which undoubtedly 


deserves consideration, from a public point 
of view, for the policy of Parliament now 
is to render land transfer as easy and as 
cheap as possible. For my own part, I 
attach very great importance to facilitating 
transfer, for I believe by this means we 
shall accomplish what seems to me, and 
what, I think, Parliament has admitted 
2N 2 
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would be, a very useful object—we should 
by this means make a larger distribution 
ot land possible. This is prevented at 
the present moment more by the expense, 
trouble, and delays consequent upon small 
transfers than by any other cause. This 
does rot apply so much to large building 
estates, in respect of which it is generally 
easy to draw up a simple printed form of 
title and to convey the land cheaply and 
easily but in the case of rural estates ; the 
owner, who would often be glad to sell an 
acre or two of land round a village or 
large town, for the convenience of the 
people living in it, is debarred from doing 
so owing to the expense, trouble, and 
delay which he is put to being quite in- 
commensurate with the amount of money 
he would receive for the land. I venture 
to think this is a question which is well 
worthy of the consideration of your Lord- 
ships. With regard to registered land, 
the notice I have quoted to the House, 
which is endorsed on the titles, to the 
effect that the estate is still subject to an 
indefinite liability for estate duty, must 
obviously cast a taint on the title, At 
any rate, you do not get what you bargain 
for—namely, an absolutely clean title. 
Since I put the notice upon the Paper I 
have had a communication with the 
Registrar of the Land Registry, who has 
informed me that the Rules have been 
largely changed during the last vear, and 
that-amongst the new Rules which came 
into effect on the lst January last the 
following finds a place : 

“Where a notice of liability has been 
entered on the Register, it may be cancelled 
on the production of any such evidence as is 
mentioned in the preceding Rule.” 

The evidence mentioned in the preceding 
Rule is proof to the satisfaction of the 
Registrar that all duty payable in respect 
of such land by reason of the death of 
the proprietor has been paid and satis- 
tied. That to a large extent satisfies me, 
and if I had known that the Rule existed 
} should not have troubled the House 
with this notice. | But there is one point 
to which I should like to call the atten- 


tion of the noble and learned Lord on. 
I put it to. him whether | 
the words “may be cancelled ” ought not | 


the Woolsack. 


to be “shall be cancelled.” At present 
it is no one’s duty to cancel the notice. 
I cannot help thinking it should be the 
duty of the’ Registrar to cancel the 
notice after satisfactory evidence has been 
produced to him, showing that all the ascer- 


The Earl of Morley. 


{LORDS} 
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tainable duties had been paid. That, at 
least, would be fair to owners of registered 
land, and would place them in the same 
position, so far as liability for duty goes, 
as the owners of unregistered land. If 
the Government can see their way to 
freeing all land, whether registered or 
not, from lability to duty after the efflux 
of a given period, of course that would 
solve the question to my mind in the most 
satisfactory way. I almost hope that if, as 
I believe, the Exchequer would lose a 
very trifling amount of money by so 
doing, that reform may be carried out. 
Failing that, however, such a_ small 
amendment as I have proposed in the 
Rules which have been so recently issued 
would meet the point I have in my mind, 
and I should be glad if the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack would give 
me some encouragement to believe that 
that amendment will be adopted. 


Estate Duty. 


*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
My Lords, I desire to support the noble 
Earl in the action he has taken, and 
the views he has expressed. I would 
remind the noble and learned Lord 
on the Woolsack that one of his arguments 
in favour of the Bill establishing the Land 
Registry was that it would make land 
more saleable, but such will not be 
the case if, the noble Earl has 
pointed out, on the succession to an estate 
registered in the Land Registry the title 
of the successor, though he has paid all 
the estate duties, is for all time endorsed 
with a notice that the property is stil 
subject to an indefinite liability for duty. 
There is another danger, that of having 
to pay estate duties again if the receipts 
are lost, in this endorsement of a presump- 
tion that the estate is still liable. I have 
at this moment a dispute pending with 
the taxing authorities because with respect 
to a farm, the land tax of which had been 
redeemed in 1799, the land tax of 8s. &d. 
on the tithe had, in 1860, been transferred 
to the farm, and since the Act of 1896, 
through the neglect of Somerset House te 
send lists of redeemed lands with their 
circular to the Land Tax Commissioners 
the tax has been increased to £2 6s. 5d. in 
1898, and to £1 19s. 6d. in 1899, and the 
Inland Revenue have refused to return it 


as 
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Tue LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear 
of Hatspury): My Lords, my _ nobl 
friend the Chairman of Committees hi 
explained to your Lordships that thy 
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notice was placed on the Paper under a 
misapprehension ; and I ought to say, in 
justice to my noble friend, that he was 
really himself the author of the Rule 
which removed his objection, because 
sme time ago my noble friend, who sat 
with me a considerable period on a Com- 
mittee which went into the subject of the 
Land Register, was good enough to point 
out to me that, if what was called the 
Inland Revenue clause was insisted upon 
in its entirety, the result would be to 
stamp every transaction in the Land Re- 
gistry with an unknown liability that 
would warn off everybody from dealing 
with the Registry. I have had some 
communication with my right hon. friend 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, the re- 
sult of which is the Rule my noble friend 
has read, and which seems to me to he 
enough, at all events for the present, to 
get rid of the difficulty. While the Inland 
Revenue were reluctant to release their 
hold over land out of which some profit 
might accrue, they were, however, reason- 
able enough to agree to this Rule. My 
noble friend the Chairman of Com- 
mittees has taken the occasion to 
point out a defect I cannot deny. I 
agree with my noble friend that 
instead of leaving it in the discretion of 
the Registrar to erase the mark from the 
register, it would be better that it should 
be an obligation upon him. Certainly 
the Rule is meant to provide that it should 
be an obligation upon him. I cannot say 
that I disagree with my noble friend as 
to the policy of not insisting on the ex- 
treme rights of the Revenue, when the 
great importance of freeing the transfer 
of land is taken into consideration. ] 
think it is very desirable that there should 
be some period of time at which it would 
be possible to remove absolutely any 
liability from land of which a purchaser 
for value, without notice, had become the 
possessor. That is only my own indivi- 


Godalming Corporation 


. dual view, and I must not be understood 


to be committing my colleagues in any 
way on the subject. I can only say that 
in any future version of these Rules 
which I may be called upon to make I 
shall be very glad to see that the true 
intent and meaning of the Rule referred 
to shall be properly expressed, and shall 
not be left open to the criticism my noble 









friend has been good enough to pass upon 
It. 

House adjourned at five minutes 

before Five o’clock, to Thursday 

next, half-past Ten o’clock. 
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1899} 
HOUSE 


Tuesday, 13th Tune 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS. [Lords.] 


(Standing Orders not previously inquired 
into complied with.) 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 


GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 


BILL. [Lords.] 

NORTH EASTERN AND HULL AND 
BARNSLEY RAILWAYS (JOINT 
DOCK) BILL, [{Lords.] 

NORTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
(Lords. } 
Ordered, that the Bills be read a 


second time. 
BROMPTON AND PICCADILLY CIRCUS 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Queen’s Consent signified. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM BILL, 
[ Lords. } 


LONDON HOSPITAL BILL. [Lords. | 


STOCKTON AND MIDDLESBROUGH 
WATER BILL. [Lords.] ; 
Read the third time, and passed, with- 
out Amendment. 
DARWEN CORPORATION BILL. * 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 
GODALMING CORPORATION WATER 
BILL (by Order.) 
Order for consideration, as amended, 
read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Order for the Consideration of 
the Bill, as amended, be deferred till Thursday 
next.”—(Dr. Farquharson.) 
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Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 


mont): I beg to protest against the 
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postponement of this Bill again. It seems | 


to me that the time has come to make 
more than a formal protest against these 
continual postponements. We _ really 
must make some effort to carry on the 
business of the House in accordance with 
the official programme. I think it is my 
duty, on behalf of private Members, to 
protest against the system of bringing us 
down here over and over again to con- 
sider private business, which has been put 
down by Order, and ona certain day, only 
to find that it has been postponed. I shall 
divide the House on the postponement 
of this Bill. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL (Tyrone, §.): 


The Bill has been postponed by consent of , 
all parties, with a view to a possible con- | 


ference, which will manifestly be for the 
convenience and interest of all the 
parties. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
It may be for the convenience of the 
parties interested in the Bill to post- 
pone it, but it is not at all for the con- 
venience or the dignity of the House. In 
my opinion, after so much patience has 
been shown by my hon. friend, he owes it 


AYES. 


Ambrose, Robert 

Arnold, Alfred 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


{COMMONS} 


| But anyone who knows the House knows 


' will be no effort made to reverse the pro- 


Commins, Andrew 
Courtney, Rt. Hon.LeonardH. | 
Cranborne, Viscount | 
Crombie, John William 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

! Curzon, Viscount 
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| as a duty to himself and the House to go 
_ toa Division. 


*THEUNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
FoR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford) : My hon. friend 
has been exceedingly patient, but very 
serious questions of principle are involved 
'in this Bill, which ought to be carefully 
considered, and I do not think anything 
can be said against the postponement for 
a few days. 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton): 
I am sure it would be very convenient 
for the business of the House if we 
were to insist absolutely in proceeding 
with a Bill when it is down by Order, 


that very frequently a Bill on which there 
is a conflict of serious issues is settled out 
of Court, and the time of the House is 
greatly saved thereby in discussions that 
may arise here and also in Committee in 
another place. I sincerely hope that there 


ceedings which have been adopted by this 
House fora long time under circumstances 
similar to those of this Bill. 


Question put. 
The House divided: Ayes, 168 ; Noes, 
34. (Division List No. 187.) 


Gurdon, Sir William Brampton 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hammonu, John (Carlow) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 





Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt Hon A H 5 (Hunts) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Sarton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin | 
Bill, Charles 
Blake, Edward 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Buchauvan, Thomas Ryburn 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
sc sag rte A (GI’sg’w) 
Cawley, Frederick | 
Coddington, Sir William 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collery, Bernard 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 


| Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose- 


| Gedge, Sydney 


| Gibney, James 


| Graham, Henry Robert 
| Greene,HenryD.(Shrewsbury) 





Davies, M. V.- (Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 


Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph Douglas 


Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 





Gunter, Colonel 





Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Kt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Hill, Sir E. Stock (Bristol) 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. H. 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kenyon, James 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John George $. 
Knowles, Lees 

Langley, Batty 

Lawrence, Sir E. D. (Corn.) 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. 
Leng, Sir John 
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Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Long,Col.Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Lowther, Rt. Hn.J.W.(Cumb’d) 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacAleese, Daniel 

Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell,Dr.M. A.(Qu’nsC) 
MacNeill, J. Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Malcolm, [an : 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mellor, Rt. Hon. J. W.(Yorks.) 
Mendl, Sigismund F. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Minch, Matthew 

Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
Morley, Rt. Hon.J. (Montrose) 
Morris, Samuel 

Murnaghan, George 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 


Aird, John 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Carson, Rt. Hon. Edward 
Ellis, John Edward 

Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
Garfit, William 

Gourley, Sir E. Temperley 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 


Order for consideration, as amended, | 


deferred till Thursday. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNC 
(By Order.) 


Order for consideration, as amended 


POWERS) BILL. 


read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be now considered.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the words ‘now considered,’ 
in order to add the words ‘re-committed to the 
former Committee with respect to Clause 10 
{Acquisition of Site of Spitalfields Market by 
agreement) and Clause 25 (Act not to autho- | 
rise taking twenty houses of persons of the | 
labouring class in any parish) 
Alexander Hargreaves Brown.) 


Question— 


part of the Question.” 


Put, and negatived ; words added. 
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| O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
| O'Connor, Jas.( Wicklow, W. ) 
| O'Kelly, James 
| Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer, Geo. Wm. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
| Pilkington,R.(Lanes, Newton) 
| Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
| Power, Patrick Joseph 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Rankin, Sir James . 
| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
| Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
| Robson, William Snowdon 
| Roche, John (East Galway) 
| Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walter 
| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


« Samuel, J. (Stockton on Tees) 


Saunderson,Rt. Hn. Col. E. J. 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 

| Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
| Smith,JamesParker (Lanarks) 


NOES. 


Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lloyd-George, David 

| Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Lough, Thomas 

| Maclean, James Mackenzie 

| M‘Calmont, Col. (Antrim, E.) 
M‘Killop, James 

| Marks, Hes Hananel 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 

| Nussey, Thomas Willans 


| agreed to. 


IL (GENERAL | 
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Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Stewart Sir Mark J. McT. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm. 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Hen. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J.W.(Worcestersh,N. ) 
Wodehouse, RtHn. E.R. (Bath) 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


| Young, Samuel (Cavan, East 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Radcliffe Cooke and 
Mr. Purvis. 


O’Neil, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs. ) 
Strachey, Edward 
Thornburn, Walter 

Tully, Jasper 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Duncombe and Colonel 
Dalbiac. 


Main Question, as amended, put, and 


Bill recommitted to the former Com- 
| mittee in respect of Clause 10 (Acquisition 
| of Site of Spitalfields Market, by agree- 


| ment), and Clause 25 (Act not to authorise 


read. 





9”? 


| taking twenty houses of persons of the 
labouring class in any parish). 


DUBLIN CORPORATION _ BILL. 


(By Order.) 


Order for Consideration, as amended, 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
— (Mr.|Tn moving that this Bill be now con- 
| sidered, I will not detain the House very 


|long. But I think it is desirable that the 


|main facts of this important measure 


“That the words ‘now considered’ stand | should be put before the House at the com- 


mencement of the Debate. The question at 





issue in this Bill is one of such enormous 





* 
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and vital importance to the City of Dublin 
that I sincerely trust the House will 
carefully weigh every aspect of the question 
before it comes to a decision. The ques- 
tion may be stated in a nutshell. It is 
whether Dublin, the metropolis of Ireland, 
is to be permitted by Parliament to extend 
and develop itself as other great cities in 
the three kingdoms have _ been 
permitted, or whether it is to be 
for ever handicapped by the refusal of the 
application of those principles which, in 
similar circumstances, have been freely 
applied to scores of other great cities on 
this side of the channel. This Bill is 
bitterly opposed, as the House will find 
out in the course of the Debate, but I 
make the assertion that it is opposed not 
one whit more bitterly than were 
similar Bills in the past which dealt with 
English or Scotch cities, and I feel per- 
fectly sure that when the House 
of Commons grasps the main facts of 
this case, it will not refuse the Billa second 
reading. I propose to deal very briefiy 
with the main objections which have 
been urged against the Bill up to 
the present, and which now will-be 
urged over again in the course of this 
Debate. But before doing so I desire, 
very briefly indeed, to state to the House 
the main points which I urge in support 
of this measure. First of all, let me 
remind the House that this extension of 
the boundaries of the City of Dublin is no 
new question. In the year 1880, nearly 
20 years ago, a Royal Commission was 
appointed to inquire into the whole of 
this subject. The Commission was a 
capable one. No one has ever accused it 
of not being a thoroughly impartial one. 
It held an extended inquiry, and took 
evidence from all classes of the popula- 
tion, and in the result it unanimously 
approved of the addition of the town- 
ships to the city, such as is now proposed. 
It may be asked, how can we explain 
the delay which has occurred since the 
finding of that Commission in 1880. I 
am not sure it is necessary for us to go 
into that question, but if it were neces- 
sary, it might be a fair thing to say that 
your system of governing Irish private 
business in this House, with its enormous 
expense and its attendant risk of matters 
being decided by people not acquainted 
with the facts and the locality, may 

ssibly be the reason of this delay. 
Muvieier that may be, the finding of the 
Commission stands, and it is on record 


Mr. John Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 
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| that there has been a unanimous decision 
in support of this measure. The position 
of the City of Dublin is absolutely unique, 
/and it presents a stronger case for the 
| annexation of these townships than ever 
came under the cognisance of Parliament. 
| The area of the City of Dublin is strictly 
| limited ; it is 3,807 acres, and the average 
of population per acre is something like 
64. It is horribly congested in some of 
its districts. Let me remind the House 
that the average of population per acre in 
Bradford is only 20, in Sheffield 17, and 
in Hull 25. At present the Corporation 
of Dublin has no power to erect work- 
men’s dwellings outside the city limits, 
‘and this very fact has the result that 
when there is land suitable and available 
for such a purpose, the knowledge that 
‘the Corporation cannot go outside inevit- 
ably raises the price to an absolutely pro- 
hibitive point. Again, from a sanitary 
point of view, the case in support of this 
Bill is overwhelming. It is of vital im- 
portance to have one central sanitary 
_ authority in all large centres of population. 
| Yet the sanitary position of affairs in 
‘Dublin is absolutely intolerable. Three 


|of the townships opposed to this 
-amalagamation do not come under 
the Notification of Infectious Diseases 


|Act, and the result is that under the 
present system virulent disease may be 
poured into the city. Dublin is now 
expending half a million sterling on a 
great scheme of main drainage. Three of 
these townships have practically no 
adequate or proper system of drainage, 
while the others have a most imperfect 
system which consists of discharging crude 
sewage at the mouth of the Liffey, with 
the result that every incoming tide drives 
that sewage up the river. Is it likely 
that the Corporation will allow their large 
‘expenditure to be nullified by the action 
| of these two townships? All precedents 
_are in favour of this measure. Dublin is 
'the only city of importance in the three 
|kingdoms which has not had its area 
'extended since 1840. Parliament has 
| always acted on clearly defined principles 
with regard to these matters. Wherever 
the populations sought to be amalgamated 
'have not grown really from one centre, 
|where there has been no real business 
/connection or community of interest, 
‘no doubt in the past claims of this 
| kind have been refused ; but in such cases 
‘it was shown that there was absolutely 
/no community of interest, and that 
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each individual community was separate. 


But in such cases as I know of, where one | 
the inhabitants of the townships. I ought 


population was merely the overflow of 
another, and where the manufactures, 
business, and commerce and 
were the same—in such cases, I say, the 
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interests | 


principle has been applied freely by | 
Parliament of permitting this amalgama- | 


tion. 
many of the large towns of this country 
—in Southampton, Cheltenham, Man- 
chester, Devonport, Plymouth, and 
Bristol, and a number of other cities— 


and I say respectfully to the House of | 


Commons that it would be an unreason- 
able thing if, insisting as you do upon 
bringing Irish Private Bill legislation, at 


enormous cost, up to here in England, | 


you refuse to apply the same principle 
to Irish Bills as you do to English and 
Scotch measures. No one can deny— 
it was not sought to be denied before the 
Committee—that the population in the 
townships is a mere overflow of Dublin it- 


This has happened in the cases of | 
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plies magnificent libraries, supported at 
the cost of the city, and, of course, used by 


to say that down by the harbour there is 
a little technical school, but the great 
technical school is in the City of Dublin, 
and maintained by the city, and it is an 
interesting fact that one-third of the total 
number of pupils in that institution have 
been shown to come from Rathmines and 
Pembroke. Yet when asked to make a 
contribution these townships refuse to 
give one shilling How about the 
hospitals ? The city authorities contri- 
bute towards the hospitals within the city 
area a sum of about £6,000 annually. 
There is only one hospital outside the 
city. It is just outside the limits—-about 
50 yards or so without the boundary— 


and technically within one of the town- 


self. The community is practically the | 


same. Allthe businesses, and manufactures, 
and commercearein the City of Dublin, and 
it is a significant and interesting fact that 


every day the tramcars alone bring into | 


the city from the suburbs, ete., 45,000 | 


people. That is leaving out of account 
those who come by the suburban trains 
and on foot. 
comes every day from the suburbs to 
the city, is absolutely dependent upon 
the city for its business, for its sup- 
port, and for its very existence, and it 
seems to me that it is a monstrous 
thing that this population does not at the 


This population, which | 


present moment in any degree share the | 


common burdens. 
a moment to consider what are the main 
advantages that this population of the 
suburbs derives from its connection with 
the City of Dublin, and enjoys without 
making any contribution towards the 
cost. In these suburbs there is not a 
market of any sort. The markets are all 


I want the House for | 


ships. Yet the Corporation of Dublin 
contributes towards its support three 
times the amount contributed by any 
township. These hospitals are, of course, 
availed of by the inhabitants of the town- 
ships. Therefore, I say it would be a 
monstrous thing if the present state of 
things were allowed to continue, and the 


townships were exempted. The same 
thing may be said as to the roads. The 


roads used by this vast population in 
coming in to their business are, of course, 
maintained by the city. It seems to me 
that these facts in themselves constitute an 
overwhelming case in support of the Bill. 
What are the main objections urged ¢ 
First of all, we are told that the town- 
ships object. Of course the townships 
object to being obliterated. It is only 
human nature. It is a singular thing 
that no similar measure applying to 


'England or Scotland was ever carried 
without being opposed by the inhabitants 


in the city, but they are used by the | 
suburbs, and surely it is an unreasonable | 


thing to say that the suburbs shall have 
absolute immunity from any share in the 
expense, 
houses in the suburbs. 
are maintained at the cost of the city, 
and within the city boundaries. In all 


these townships running round Dublin | 


there is only one library, and that is a 


small one, which hardly deserves the | 
name ; whereas the City of Dublin sup- | 


| ships. 


There are no baths or wash- | 
These institutions | 





of the suburbs proposed to be included. 
But on this question I am not at all 
satisfied that the opposition of the town- 
ships is anything like unanimous. 
Recently, since the Bill passed in Com- 
mittee, a great deal of attention naturally 
has been directed to it in Dublin and the 
suburbs, and it is interesting to see that 
within the last few days a memorial, 
signed by more than two - thirds 
of the electors of one of these town- 
ships, has been presented to the authori- 
ties, and memorials signed by 25 to 50 
per cent. of the electors of other town- 
It is true that the bodies which 
represent these townships object, but I 
would like to point out that although 
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some time ago an undertaking was given | the Committee strongly insisted and in- 
that a plebiscite should be taken in each | serted a provision in the Bill that the new 
locality, that promise has not been carried | Corporation should not be allowed to raise 
out. I believe that at this moment the | the rates in Pembroke and Rathmines for 
majority of the inhabitants of the town-| ten years after the passing of the Bill. 
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ships are in favour of this measure. | 
The next objection taken is that the | 


townships are not having adequate repre- 


sentation on the new Corporation, and | 


will not have their interests safeguarded. 


That was an objection which apparently | 


weighed very heavily on the Committee, 


and to endeavour to meet it the Com- | 
mittee inserted in the Bill a provision | 
giving the townships a representation | 
greater than that to which they would be | 


numerically entitled. In a Corporation of 


about eighty members I am informed the | 


townships would be entitled to about 
sixteen members. The Committee have 
inserted in the Bill a provision that they 
are to have twenty-eight members. There 
is also another fact to be borne in mind in 
connection with this matter. 


tion no less than fifteen members who re- 
side and are the largest ratepayers in the 


townships, and who include some of the | 


richest business men in Dublin. Is it to | 
be supposed that these men would 
sacrifice their own interests or the | 


interests of the townships in which 
they reside? Accordingly, therefore, the 
townships will be represented in the Cor- 
poration to the extent of about half its 
number of members. It seems to me 
that that disposes altogether of the fear 
that the interests of the townships would 
be sacrificed to the interests of the city. 
Then, again, the objection is taken that the 
first thing the new city would do would 
be to raise the rates and destroy the 
prosperity of the townships. I do not 
believe there is the slightest danger of 
that. As everyone knows, the valuation 
of the City of Dublin is ridiculously 
inadequate. That is not true of the 
townships, the valuation of which is, of 
course, more recent. It has been shown 
before the Committee that the valuation 
of the city is from 20 per cent. to 


At the) 
present moment there are in the Corpora- | 


My information is that the usual limit in 
English cases where it has been put in at 
all has been five years ; but in this Bill, in 
order to meet the fears and susceptibilities 
| of the townships, ten years has been put 
in. In face of that, I fail to see what objec- 
| tion can be raised on the question of rating. 
Of course, there is another objection—I do 
not know whether I ought to mention it, 
because I am not sure whether it will be 
mentioned by the right hon. Gentleman 
|opposite—the political objection. I 
hope the right hon. Gentleman will not 
| mention it, because I am one of those who 
believe it is a misfortune to drag these 
political questions into matters of this 
‘sort. Is the right hon. Gentleman’s case 
going to be that, forsooth, because the 
majority of the Corporation of Dublin are, 
not unnaturally, Nationalist, therefore they 
| are to be treated ona different principle to 
|every other city in England and Scotland, 
and that they are not. to be trusted to 
deal fairly with their fellow-citizens 1 The 
right hon. Gentleman is an Irishman, and 
I hope he will not put forward any such 
'contention. But if he does, I appeal 
| confidently to the House of Commons 
—to men on that side as well as on 
| this—not to listen to any such reason for 
| rejecting a measure of this kind. If this 
| measure is justified on the grounds I have 
| mentioned, if it is for the benefit of the 
City of Dublin, if it is not for the injury 
| of the townships, if it is in accordance 
|with precedent and with the principle 
‘which has been applied to other cities, 
then I say it would be a disgraceful thing 
for the House of Commons to reject the 
| Bill on the ground that the majority of 
|the Corporation of Dublin happen to 
| differ in their political opinions from the 
| majority of the Members of this House, 
|and I have too high an opinion of the 
_fair-mindedness of individual Members 
'to believe that any such reason as 





25 per cent. too low, and a calcula-|that will influence their decision. 


tion has been laid before the Committee 
that on a revaluation of the old area it 


‘ought to apologise for speaking 0 
‘long, but I thought it right to put 


would be possible to raise the sum re-|the main facts before the House at 


quired for the government of the new 
area by imposing a rate scarcely, if at all, 


‘the commencement of the debate. In 
| conclusion, I call upon the House to rest 


larger than the rate paid at present by | the case of Dublin on the same principle 


some of the townships. 


That question | on which it rested the cases of other great 


may, however, be left on one side, because | cities which in recent years have had 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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their boundaries extended under similar | 


circumstances. I call on the House 


further to stand by the finding of its own | 


Committee. This Bill has been adopted 
by a Committee, and while on this point 


I may say that nothing new came out) 
before that Committee during the long | 


dreary days of evidence. I do not think 
that the opponents of this Bill will be 
able to adduce one single new argument 
against it from the evidence given 
before the Committee. They had all 
their arguments and objections ready 
at the time of the Second Reading. 
I submit, if that be true, that their effort 


to destroy this Bill should have been 
They | 


made on the Second Reading. 
allowed the Second Reading to go without 
Debate. The Bill then went before the 
Committee, and after the expenditure of 


thousands and thousands and thousands | 
/why should not the Committee con- 


of pounds on behalf of all the people 
concerned, they come down here at this 
stage, after the Committee, and urge 
objections which were just as well known 
and just as apparent te them at the time 
of the Second Reading and before any 
expense was incurred. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 


S.): I wish to say why the Bill was not 
opposed on the Second Reading. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: It is not 
worth while to interrupt now, as I am 
finishing, but one reason undoubtedly 
was, that none of the hon. Gentlemen now 
opposed to the Bill were present. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: I was 
present. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Well, al- 
though the hon. Member is a host in 
himself, he is not sufficient to make a 
successful effort to defeat this Bill. Under 
these circumstances I sincerely trust the 
House will take a broad-minded and im- 
partial view of this matter, and will pass 
the Bill by a large majority. 


Motion made and Question proposed— 


“That the Bill be now considered.”—(Mr. 
John Redmond.) 


Mr. CARSON (Dublin University) : | 


I think the last statement of the hon. 
and learned Member is one that is 
worthy of some observation. He asked 
what would appear to be a very pertinent 
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question, viz., why, if we oppose this Bill 
now, we did not oppose it on the Second 
Reading. I think the question admits 
of a very simple answer. When I tell 


'the House that this is a Bill for the 


extension of the boundaries of the 
City of Dublin, which now consists of 
about 3,800 acres, and that it is proposed 
by the Bill to add something like 18,000 
acres, it will see that it was impossible for 
us who were interested in many parts of 
this Bill to know what case would be 
made before the Committee as to why 
certain portions of that 18,000 acres com- 
prising nearly the whole of the County of 
Dublin were required. If we who are 
interested in the development of the 
townships were to oppose the Bill on the 
Second Reading we would be told that 
we were only dealing with 6,000 acres out 
of 18,000 acres, and we would be asked 


sider what portion of the remaining 
12,000 acres ought to be added to the 
city, so that any opposition on our part 
would have been premature. Now that 
the Bill comes before the House, having 
vassed the Committee, and having included 
the townships—which was our main ob- 
jection—and when we know that the pro- 
moters of the Bill would accept no 


compromise which did not include the 


townships, then I say we are justified in 
asking the House to reject the Bill at 
this stage. It has been said that the 
Committee—which was a Committee of 
four—passed the Bill. That, in a sense, 
is true ; but I think the House ought to 
know that a Bill of such vital import- 
ance to the City and County of Dublin 
only passed by the casting vote of the 
Chairman, the Chairman under the cir- 
cumstances voting twice. The Committe 
were evenly divided, and the preamble of 
the Bill was only passed by the casting 
vote of the Chairman. If one of the 
other Members who differed from him 
had been in the chair, the result would 
have been directly opposite. Therefore 
it is not exactly accurate to insist, as is 
often done, that the Bill has the entire 
sanction of the Committee at its back. 
The Bill proposes to add to the City of 
Dublin five separate townships in the 
suburbs of Dublin, which contain in all 
over 6,000 acres and have a population of 
between 70,000 and 80,000 people. 
Taking the extreme disfance from one 
part to the other, it would be something 
like eight to ten miles, so that the House 
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will see that the interests of the out- 
lying suburbs, separated as they are by 
such a distance from north to south, have 


absolutely nothing in common whatever. | 


Up to this they have had their separate 
governments. In relation to these five 
townships this Bil! proposes to abolish 
the five existing Corporations which have 
been set up by Acts of Parliament-—one 
of them under an Act passed as far back 
as 1847, which has been extended by a 
number of succeeding Acts. That town- 
ship contains about 32,000 inhabitants. 
Pembroke Corporation has been in ex- 
istence as a separate Corporation since 
1863, and the remaining three have been 
in existence since 1869, 1878, and 1867 
respectively, the whole containing about 
18,000 acres. It is a strong thing to say 
that they should be abolished, but it is 
especially strong —and here I differ entirely 
from the hon. Gentleman who has just 
addressed the House—to ask us to abolish 
these Corporations when each and every 
one of them objects to be annexed to the 
City of Dublin. We are told that 
all through England and Scotland it has 
been the practice for great cities to take 
in the areas adjoining them, but I doubt 
whether a single case can be pointed out 
where the inhabitants of the district 
objected. The great cities always managed 
to get on good terms with the suburbs. 
Over and over again this House has 


rejected proposals to annex outlying 
municipalities when those municipal 


bodies objected to be annexed. The 
strongest case is Glasgow, where one 
suburb was kept out for a long time, 
although Glasgow is one of the best 
governed cities of the day. The extra- 
ordinary part of the matter now before 
the House is this, that of the five town- 
ships proposed to be annexed, each of 
them appeared before the Committee and 
objected. And when we are told by the 
hon. and learned Member that he believes 
the majority of the electors in these 
townships are really in favour of this 
annexation, I think it is a very strong 
thing for him to say, for this reason—that 
since the Dublin Corporation announced 
that they were going to promote this 
Bill we have had elections in the various 
townships under the Local Government 
Act passed a year ago, and the main 
plank in the platform was annexation 
or non-annexation to Dublin, and not one 
of these townships is in favour of it 
as at present governed. The Lord Mayor 
Mr. Carson. 
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| of Dublin offered himself as a candidate, 
‘and he was rejected, and under the ex- 
tended franchise set up by the Act of last 
year all the old former Commissioners 
were re-elected to the urban districts, 
every one of them being absolutely 
pledged to oppose this annexation. The 
hon. and learned Gentleman tells us that a 
large petition has been signed saying the 
opposition has been withdrawn ; but it was 
only sent down yesterday, it has been 
largely signed by illiterates, and there is 
no way of testing the signatures. The 
Corporation of the Pembroke township 
had the matter before it, and passed a 
resolution that it would still oppose this 
annexation. May I remind the House 
that we are now discussing this question, 
although only last year we confirmed, by 
_Act of Parliament, those public bodies, 
and we are now asked, in this legislation 
by a Private Bill, to put an end to these 
/municipal bodies, which have only been, 
under the franchise of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, in existence a few months, and 
throw the whole government of the City 
of Dublin into a state of anarchy and 
confusion. I may be asked why these 
townships objected to be annexed by the 
City of Dublin ; they did so because these 
townships have grown up and flourished 
and become prosperous under the ex- 
cellent government to which they have 
been subject from the first period of their 
existence, and they now compare favour- 
ably with any great cities of the Empire. 
Under these circumstances it is not 
unnatural, and it is not surprising, 
that §the people who represent these 
townships should ask to be left to govern 
themselves. Take the case of Rath- 
mines, where, at the present moment, 
they have 21 representatives whose sole 
business is to attend to the government of 
Rathmines. Under this Bill they will 
have eight members in a house of 90 
members, who will not have to confine 
their attention to the business of the par- 
ticular township, but to the whole of the 
city to which I have called attention» 
Another thing is that in municipal affairs 
each community desires to govern itself. 
My hon. friend says that is a Home Rule 
policy ; I should like to hear his senti- 
‘ments as to putting an end to it. This 
looks like an anti-Home Rule policy. But 
‘the whole tendency of the people has 
been, so far from extending areas, that 
\they should have a local government 
conversant with their own local needs, 





‘of this case ; 
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which can be looked after without their | 
being complicated with other questions. 
Iam not going into the political aspect 
I hav e not the least intention 
of so doing, although a great deal might 
be said upon it. We “have enough to 
do without touching that aspect at all. I 
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'what are the disadvantages ? 


| curred, their 


should like to ask the House upon what is | 


founded the claim of the Dublin Corpora- 
tion to annex these townships, and I put 
the further question, and I ask those who 
support this Bill to mention a_ single 
advantage which will accrue to these 
various ‘townships from this annexation 
by the City of Dublin. Viewing 
the whole of the evidence, all I can 
say is that they have not put forward 
one single advantage which would be 
gained by the townships being annexed 
to the City of Dublin. I know that in 
dealing with these questions the main 
ground put forward is that the portions 
to be annexed have been badly governed, 
but does anybody suggest that here? I 
do not want to say anything against the 
Dublin Corporation, but I may make this 
comparison, that all these townships have 
been governed as well as Dublin, and in 
respect of many things they have been 
governed better. No 


| valuation will be 


justification for) 


annexing them was given before the Com- | 
'which has been incurred by the Corpora- 


mittee, and Mr. Pember said this: 


“ Now, I say at once, we do not ask to bring 
in such places as Rathmines and Pembroke on 
account of their 
account of any special danger to Dublin there- 
from ; that is not, in my judgment, the only 


| tion. 
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can be gained, and naturally they object to 

it. That is an overwhelming argument 
against it. Now gaining no advantage, 
They will 
have a great liability put upon them by the 
City of Dublin which it has previously in- 
rates being far below the 
rates of that city. The first proposal in 
the Bill is that the property should be 
revalued, and the hon. and_ learned 
Member says that when it is revalued the 
increased, and that 
means that the rates of the townships 
will go up, and with regard to the pre- 
ferential rates for ten years the statement 
is beautifully misleading, because they 
will go and borrow money, and that 
money will have to be repaid, and 
the money with which to repay the 
loans will have to go upon the rates. 
What is the debt of the City of Dublin ? 
Very nearly two millions. And what is 
the debt of the whole of the five town- 
ships put together? About £490,000. 


Corporation Bill. 


AN Hon. MEMBER: What is the 
population ? 

Mr. CARSON: About 80,000, and 
you are asked to put upon these 


townships a share of the £1,899,905 debt 


One of these townships has power to 


| borrowmany thousands, which it has never 


misgovernment, or on | 


or by any means the main reason for annexa- | 


tions of this kind. I quite admit that when 
you have misgovernment and consequent 
danger to the parent community it is a very 
great aggravation of the reasons for which you 
should br ing them in, but the real theoretical 
reasons, the reasons of principle, remain beside, 
behind, and beyond all that. 


Further on, on the 


same page, Mr. 
Pember says : 


“T rely on what is now, I venture to say, a 
matter of well established principle, and that 
is that contiguous populations which have 
grown and spread from a common urban 
centre ought to be united for the purpose of 
municipal g government.” 


(Cheers. ) 
his instances in favour of that? The only 
instances in which it has been done against 
the will of the municipality have been cases 
where there were charges of misgovern- 
ment. That is the strength of my case. 
Where a community is well governed and 
flourishing and prosperous, no advantage 


Yes, but where does he produce | 





been found necessary toZexercise at all. 
If the Corporation take it over they can 
immediately exercise it, not for the benefit 
of the township for which it was given by 
Act of Parliament, but for the benefit of 
other parts of Dublin. Then there is 
another disadvantage. You have five 
townships with separate officers to look 
after the interests of the people—surveyors, 
inspectors, and various officers of the 
kind. All these people are to be dis- 
missed the moment those five townships 
are abolished. It is said that they will get 
compensation under the Bill. They get 
some kind of compensation under the Bill, 
which will have to be borne by the town- 
ships just as w2ll as by the city ; and then 
you will have the salaries of all the new 
officers, who will be elected by the Dublin 
Corporation in their own peculiar way, 
thrown just as much upon the townships 
as upon the city. Lastly, you will have 
these people, who have always objected 
to being made political bodies, made part 
of one of the strongest political institutions 
which exist in Ireland, namely, the Cor- 
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poration of the City of Dublin. 


{COMMONS} 


I do | Rathmines. 


submit to the House that upon these | 


grounds we have shown an overwhelming 


case why this Bill should not be allowed | 


to pass this House, and why these town- 
ships should not be interfered with. Just 
let me say a word or two as regards the 
townships under the present system. In 
Rathmines, which was incorporated in 
1847—and I would like to point out 
that those incorporations were passed 
without any protest whatever from the 
City of Dublin—the population at the 
time of incorporation was 9,640; at the 
present moment it is 32,000. In 1847 
the rateable value was £40,000; at the 
present moment it is £140,000. Now, Sir, 
Rathmines, in every single particular, is 
absolutely independent of the Corporation 
of Dublin. The authorities gain nothing 
from them ; they ask nothing from them. 
They have no working arrangements with 
them of any kind; and they are abso- 
lutely independent in every particular. 
Their water supply has been provided at 
a cost of £200,000, and they have spent 
considerable sums in obtaining the electric 
light. All these undertakings are pro- 
posed to be taken over by the Corporation, 
and instead, as I said before, of having 
these matters attended to by their own 
local representatives, all they will have 
will be a representation of eight out of 
90 members, who will constitute the 
Corporation of Dublin under the new 
Bill. Passing to Pembroke, I find that it 
was incorporated in 1863. It then had a 
population of 13,000 ; it has now a popu- 
lation of 25,000. In 1863 the rateable 
valuation was £58,000; it is now 
£111,000. Since Pembroke was incorpo- 
rated a township something like 
£1,000,000 has been spent on houses 
and on the improvement of the 
township, besides a large amount in 
electric lighting. The hon. and learned 
Member who moves that this Bill be con- 
sidered spoke of the want of drainage in 
some of these townships. I think it is 
somewhat audacious of anybody speaking 
on behalf of the Dublin Corporation to 
mention in this House the drainage of 
any other Corporation. If there is one 
matter more than another which is an 
absolute disgrace to the Corporation of 
Dublin, it is the manner in which they 
have neglected the drainage of the city. 
Let me tell you something of the history 
of the drainage of the City of Dublin, and 
particularly in relation to Pembroke and | 


Mr. : 


Carson. 
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As far back as 1871 a Com- 
mittee sat with reference to the drainage 
of Dublin and the surrounding townships. 
In 1871 the Dublin Corporation were 
authorised to make a system of main 


| drainage, not merely for Dublin but for 


the surrounding townships. What did 
they do? Nothing. Pembroke and 
Rathmines, having waited for some 
years to see if anything would be 
done, came to this House and got a Bill 


| to carry out their own main drainage at 


considerable expense. They spent upon 
main drainage something like £100,000, 
and those are two of the townships which 
you are now asked to annex. They have 
repaid by means of a sinking fund some- 
thing like £14,000 or £15,000, and there 
has been no complaint of the drainage of 
Pembroke or Rathmines, while the drain- 
age system of Dublin has stood where 
it was, and is only now being carried out 
after a lapse of some 28 years. And, 
Pembroke and Rathmines having got 
this system of drainage at enormous ex- 
pense, you are now asked, by one provi- 
sion of this Bill, to dissolve their Drainage 
Board and to permit the Corporation of 
the City of Dublin to take over this 
system of drainage which deals only with 
those two townships, and which has been 
erected for their own benefit. The Board, 
which has worked well since 1877, is 
also to be dissolved, and no doubt these 
townships will be asked to contribute, by 
the exercise of borrowing powers, to the 
drainage of the City of Dublin, which has 
been so long neglected. When the hon. 
and learned Member put forward this 
question of drainage | think it would 
have been well if he could have shown that 
the Dublin Corporation had put their own 
house in order before they came to say 
anything with regard to the drainage of 
these townships. The case of Clontarf is 
another case where the rateable value has 
increased enormously since they got their 
Bill of 1869. It has very nearly doubled, 
and the population has nearly trebled. 
As I said before, the fiercely con- 
tested question on the recent elections 
was, not Swhether the candidates were 
Unionist or Nationalist, but whether 
they were in favour of annexation or not. 
A candidate who came forward merely as 
a Unionist or Nationalist had not the least 
chance of getting on the Board. Therefore 
you have the position of all the townships 
objecting to this Bill, and all of them 
more or less increasing in their prosperity 
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under the system of government which 
they have already. Why, then, should 
this Bill be passed? There can be no 
doubt that it would be for the benefit of 
the City of Dublin, but that is not suffi- 
cient for this House. Why should one 
corporation swamp five or six other 
corporations principally for the benefit of 
the one corporation? It is unprece- 
dented to attempt any such task. But, 
after all, what has been, and what is, the 
tendency of legislation in this House ? 
You have set up in England county 
councils, district councils, and paris 

councils, so that each locality may have 
the intelligence of its own representa- 
tives to see to the wants of that particular 
locality. Sir, that is exactly what you 
are asked to abolish in the present case. 
You are at the present moment, in rela- 
tion to London, asked to set up munici- 
palities in place of vestries. What is 
that except setting up the very townships 
that you are asked here by this Bill to 
destroy in Ireland? I submit that 
no case has been made out for annexa- 
tion, and no case of advantage to the 
townships that you are asked to put an 
end to. Under these circumstances, I 
earnestly hope that the House will say 
that this is a matter that requires the very 
gravest consideration. I know that many 
Members are led away—and naturally and 
properly led away—by the fact that after 
this Bill has passed its Second Reading 
a Select Committee hears evidence. As 
I said before, this case is a very excep- 
tional one in consequence of the great 
divergence of views of that Committee, 
and under those circumstances I hope 
the House will reject the Bill. I have 
only to say that my hon. friend the 
Member for South Dublin, who, at con- 
siderable inconvenience to himself, by 
reason of an accident which we all so 
much deplore, came down to the House 
yesterday when the Bill was down on the 
Paper—because his constituency, which is 
partly composed of Rathmines, is very 
much interested in this Bill—had_ under- 
taken to second my motion to reject the 
Bill ; and I am sure the House will greatly 
regret to hear from the telegram I have 
just received from him, that he has met 
with another serious accident, and is un- 
able to attend. 





Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘upon 
this day three months.’ ”—(Mr. Carson.) 
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| Question proposed— 
| “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the 
| Question.” 


| *Mr. JOHNSON-FERGUSON (Leices- 
| ter, Loughborough) : As Chairman of the 
'Committee that had this Bill before it, 
' the responsibility rested on me of giving 
| the casting vote which decided whether 
the preamble of the Bill should or should 
'not be passed by the Committee, and I 
| had better at once state the reasons 
which led me to take so responsible a step. 
The hon. Member who moved the con- 
sideration of this Bill reminded the 
| House that nothing has been done in the 
| way of extending the boundary of the 
City of Dublin since it was fixed in 1840. 
| Prior to that time the portions of what 
are now the townships of Clontarf in t he 
north and Pembroke in the south were in- 
cluded within the city boundary ; but in 
1840 these two districts were cut out of 
the city. Since that time the population 
of the city has very largely spread into 
| the surrounding districts, and the five town- 
| ships, or urban districts as we should know 
them in England, governed by councillors, 
have since been formed. On the north 
there are the townships of Clontarf and 
Drumcondra ; on the west, New Kilmain- 
'ham ; and on the south, Rathmines and 
Rathgar, and Pembroke. At two points 
only the County of Dublin comes up to 
the boundary of the present City of 
Dublin, and the hon. Member for Dublin 
University seemed to forget that, except 
at these two very small points, these five 
townships practically cut off the county 
district which it was proposed to annex. 
It would be practically impossible for the 
| Committee or this House to entertain the 
|idea of annexing any portion of the 
county district to the city without at the 
same time including the townships within 
| its boundary. In addition to that, these 
| townships have been frequently spoken of 
| as municipal bodies, but they are nothing 
| of the sort. They are nothing more than 
'urban districts as we know them in 
| England, and under the Local Govern- 


| . 
ment Act of last year, their 

| governing bodies have simply _ be- 

‘come urban district councils. What 


| this Bill, in the form in which it passed 
| its Second Reading, proposed to do was to 
'extend the boundary of the City of 
| Dublin so as to include, in the first place, 
| these five townships, having an area of 
| 6,100 acres, and a population in 1891 of 
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71,000, but now about 85,000. Then | third place, the whole of the area is at 
you have the county area, amounting to the present time subject to the same 
7,500 acres, with a population in 1891 | bridge tax as is the City of Dublin itself ; 
of 12,800, now about 14,000. Then and with the exception of Clontarf and 
there is what is known as “slob-land,” | about one half—the northern half—of the 
extending to about 5,000 acres, being township of Drumcondra, it is under the 
practically the estuary of the River | control, and pays the rate towards the 
Liffey, the whole of which is covered | maintenance of the Metropolitan Police. 
with water at high tide, and consists With the exception of Rathmines, which 
merely of sand-hanks or mud-banks when | has a separate water supply of its own, 
the tide is out, and on which there is no | the whole of these districts derive their 
population whatever. The Committee water supply from the City of Dublin. 
decided in the first place to strike out of | With the exception of Rathmines and 
the Bill that s!ob-land. That being under Pembroke—which have a separate drainage 
the control of the Port and Harbour} scheme, which the hon. Member for 
Board, on which the Corporation of | Dublin University has alluded to, but to 
Dublin has a very large representation, | which I cannot give so high a character 
the Committee considered it would be as he seems to do—the whole drainage 
exceedingly undesirable to have two. of these districts, where it exists, flows in 
possibly conflicting authorities exercising | its crude state, either into the Liffey or 
control over land upon the proper manage-| on to the slob-lands. So far as New 
ment of which so largely depends the | Kilmainham and the area of the county 
maintenance of the navigable channel of | are concerned, it was clearly proved to 
the River Liffey up to Dublin itself. | the Committee that no scheme of main 
They also struck out 6,000 acres of the | drainage could be introduced for those 
area of the county which had been pro- | districts except in co-operation with the 
osed to be annexed, because it was| main drainage system of the City of 
evident to the Committee that so far the | Dublin ; and so far as Clontarf and Drum- 
population of the city of Dublin has not | condra are concerned, it would be a much 
to any material extent spread on to those more costly undertaking to construct a 
6,000 acres. In the Bill in its present | separate main drainage scheme for them 
form it is proposed to add to the city the | which, after filtering the sewage, would 
five townships and about 1,500 acres of | discharge a clear effluent into the sea, 
land from the county lying between | than it would be for them to join the 
the townships of Drumcondra and New| main drainage system of the City of 
Kilmainham in the north, and New Kil-| Dublin, which is now being constructed. 
mainham and Rathmines in the south.| The whole of these districts derive 
The population of these townships and their supply of gas from works in- 
the population of the county area which we side the City of Dublin. Then, I 
propose should be annexed is practically | must differ from the hon. Member 
the overflow of the City of Dublin. With | for Dublin University with respect to the 
the exception of the township of Kilmain- | indebtedness of the City of Dublin. Ac- 
ham, the whole of the district we propose | cording to the figures which were laid 
to annex is a residential district in| before the Committee, and which were 
which the well-to-do inhabitants of | never disputed, the indebtedness of the 
the City of Dublin come out to/ City of Dublin at the present moment is 
reside. Kilmainham, on the other hand, | £1,562,000, of which about £720,000 was 
is mainly occupied with the works of the| expended in the construction of the 
Great Southern and Western Railway, | waterworks—a highly remunerative 
with a population of 7,000 persons en-| undertaking, the whole of which will be 
gaged, more or less directly, with those | paid off within the next 45 years. In 
works, while a very large proportion of | addition to that, the City of Dublin has 
the men engaged in these works live | an income derived from other sources 
inside the City of Dublin, and go out in| than that of rates, of something like 
the morning to the works, returning to | £80,000, of which £30,000 is derived 
the city at night. In the second place, | from the rents of the Corporation pro- 
the township of Pembroke, though out-| perty, an item which is rapidly increasing 
side the boundary of the municipal City | in value, and which was stated in evidence 
of Dublin, is inside the boundary of the | would in the course of three years, owing 
Parliamentary City of Dublin. In the | to the falling in of leases, yield to the city 


Mr. Johnson-Ferguson. 
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a clear annual rental of £37,000 a year. 


£30,000 of this income is derived from | 
the sale of water by the Corporation for 


manufacturing purposes, £10,000 is 
derived from an annual payment from the 
Tramway Company in the City of Dublin 
for the use of the streets, while there is 
£10,000 derived from other sources. 
Lastly, I should like Members who sit for 
constituencies in England or Scotland— 
who are not familiar (as I myself was not) 
with the methods of valuation in Dublin— 
clearly to understand that the system 
with respect to valuation pursued in Ire- 
land seems to be totally different from 
the system in this country. There seems 
to be no power of raising the valuation— 
in fact, it was given in evidence before the 
Committee that there is no power of 
raising the valuation of a property after 
it has once been valued, except a general 
valuation is taking place, or unless some 
important structural alteration is made 
in it. So that in the case of 
an old city, such as that of Dublin, 
while the valuation may fall if the 
property depreciates in value, it cannot be 
raised where the property increases in 
value. I took the responsibility of send- 
ing over to Dublin for Mr. Barton, Com- 
missioner of Valuations, in Dublin Castle, 
and he gave it in evidence before the 
Committee that if a re-valuation takes 
place, as provided for in this Bill, the 
valuation of the City of Dublin itself 
would be raised by from 20 to 25 per 
cent., while that of the townships would 
be raised by from 10 to 15 per cent. 
Now, Sir, 1 also notice that the hon. 
Member for Dublin University stated that 
t was eatirely contrary to the custom of 
this House to extend tie boundary of 
cities in opposition to the wishes of the 
districts to be annexed. I entirely differ 
from him. I fully admit that some twenty 
years ago that was the custom of this 
House, but it certainly has not been the 
custom of the Committees upstairs for the 
last ten or fifteen years. In the case of 
Leamington, when it applied for powers 
to absorb the urban districts of Milverton 
and Lillington, that was contested before 
an Inquiry instituted by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, it was contested upon the 
Provisional Order upstairs, and I believe 
the contest was carried on even to the 
House of Lords, Southampton in pre- 
cisely the same way, in the face of 
strenuous opposition, absorbed Shirley and 
Freemantle. In 1891 Cheltenham ab- 
VOL. LXXII. [Fourtu Series. } 
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sorbed Charlton Kings and Leckhampton. 
There again it was fought with the utmost 
determination. In 1897 Plymouth ab- 
sorbed Compton Giffard and some other 
urban districts surrounding it, while in 
the same year Bristol, having been defeated 
in 1895 in its efforts to extend its 
boundaries, got its Bill through Parlia- 


ment, absorbing Stapleton and Hor- 
field, with a population of between 


70,000 and 80,000, although the Bill was 
fought right up to the House of Lords. 
In 1898 Devonport had a Bill granted it 
which included within it St. Budeaux and 
Penny Cross. We have had a very 
good example in this House within the 
last few weeks. Have we not in this 
House been engaged recently constituting 
a City of Westminster? Have - hon. 
Members entirely forgotten the opposi- 
tion to the Bill which was made by the 
Strand to its absorption inside the City 
of Greater Westminster. I hold here a 
circular—which was probably sent toevery 
Member of this House—containing a list 
of twelve resolutions passed by different 
bodies within the last few months inside 
the Borough of the Strand, protesting 
against being included in the City of 
Greater Westminster, and in every case 
the objections urged against their absorp- 
tion—and which were ignored by the 
House—were precisely the same objec: 
tlons as those which are now being urged 
by these townships against being included 
in this City of Greater Dublin, namely, 
the destruction of their self-government 
and the probability of their rates being 
materially enhanced. In every case 
where the House has to deal with these 
questions —or where a Committee upstairs 
has to deal with instances of this kind 
—what the Committee has had to 
decide is—are the circumstances of 
the case and are the arguments brought 
forward in support of the case suttici- 
ently strong to justify them in over- 
riding the opposition of the districts 
which it is proposed toannex. I certainly 
will not trouble the House with attempt- 
ing to go through the evidence of the 
71 witnesses, but there is the evidence 
of two gentlemen who came forward in 
support of this Lill, to which I wish to 
call the attention of the House, because 
these two gentlemen occupied exceptional 
positions. They cannct be considered in 
any way er parte witnesses, and from the 
position which they occupy now—or have 
occupied in the past—they have had 
20 
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exceptional means of knowing what the 
circumstances of this particular case are. 
The first gentleman is Sir Francis 
MacCabe, who from 18738 to 1888 was 
the Inspector of the Dublin District 
under the Local Government Board of. 
Ireland ; and from 1888 to 1898 he was , 
the Medical Commissioner of the Local 
Government Board of Ireland. I may 
summarise the evidence which he gave 
before us thus: that the Sanitary Staff 
of Dublin is one of the most efficient in 
the United Kingdom: that the main- 
tenance of separate sanitary staffs for the 
five separate townships was both extrava- 
gant and inefficient, and that three out 
of the five townships had not even 
adopted the Notification of Infectious 
Diseases Act; and, lastly, he had no 
hesitation in saying that it is impossible 
for the sanitary condition, and therefore 
the health, of Greater Dublin to be made 
what it ought to be unless the whole dis- 
trict is merged in one city, and under the 
supervision of the Medical Officer of 
Health of Dublin, so as to have one 
uniform sanitary authority over the whole 
of that city. The other gentleman to 
whose evidence I wish to draw the 
attention of the House, is that of my 
hon. friend the Member for Tyrone, the 
Secretary to the Local Government Board 
of this country. I would summarise 
his evidence in these words. The 
reasons he urged for the extension of this | 
houndary are (1) that the interest of the 
city and townships are common interests ; 
(2) that the present position under which 
the rich go out of the city and leave the 
poor to bear the burdens is essentially 
unjust to the City of Dublin; (3) that | 
the rate of mortality is a scandal; (4) 
that the disposal of the sewage of the 
townships is a scandal ; and, lastly, that 
the maintaining of five or six different | 
sanitary staffs leads to inefficient and 
extravagant expenditure. I wish to 
quote one or two extracts from his evi- | 
dence, so that the House may hear the | 
opinion of the hon. Member in his own | 
words. He says: 


‘*T do not know of a single interest that is | 
not a common interest between the City of | 
Dublin and these townships. That is the first | 
reason why I am in favour of this amalgama- 
tion.” 


Then he was asked : 
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going out of it again at night is a large popu- 
lation, and has increased during your own 
recollection since you have been resident ?” 


Corporation Bill. 


And he replied: 


“Yes, decidedly ; very largely increased. 
That is my second reason for favouring the 
principle .of annexation. I think that the 
present position of affairs is essentially un- 
just to the City of Dublin. The tendency 
for 30 years has been for the rich and the 
well-to-do c'asses to leave the city and_ to 
migrate to the townships. I do not complain 
of it. It was absolutely necessary that they 
should do so; but the fact is as I have ail 
and it tells heavily against the interests of 
the city.” 


_And then he goes on to describe what 


has taken place, and after giving an in- 
stance, he tinishes with these words: 


“T attribute it almost entirely to the fact 
that the poor have been left simply to stew 
in their own juice, and the rich and well-to- 
do have gone where forsooth they have lower 
rates, and these people are left to take care 
= calles as best they can. It is deplor- 
abie 


Then he is asked this question : 

“T suppose this part left behind contains 
almost all the poor 7” 
And he answered : 


“In the side of the city that is 
almost so.” 


north 


Then he is asked : 
“ Those are the artisans who work in Dublin 
and round about, I take it 7” 


To which he replies : 

“Yes; and what is true of the Poor Law is 
true of other improvements in regard to the 
city, because the city is depleted of this class 
of people and of the resources and aid that 
they would bring to the city. Works of great 
improvement which ought to be carried out in 
Dublin cannot be undertaken because the 
rates are at a point where it is almost dan- 
gerous that they should be increased. To 
collect them would defeat their own ends. In 
the third place, | am quite convinced that the 
best interests of both the townships and the 
city are involved in the settlement of this 
question. I will take the case of the publie 
health of Dublin. The public health of Dublin 
is at a very lowebb. I know that a great 


| many people try to make it better than it is, 
| but [ have been behind the scenes, and I have 


proved this for myself, and I apply to the City 
of Dublin the same tests that I would apply 
to an English city of the Local Government 
Board. Typhoid is almost permanently resident 
in our midst. [ affirm that. The infantile mor- 
tality of Dublin is a scandal. I know of no 


| city in the United Kingdom where the infantile 


mortality is as high as in the City of Dublin, 


| and if the Committee ask why that should be 


“T suppose this population to which you 
refer coming into the vity in the morning and 


! 
Mr. Johnson-Ferguson. ) 


so my answer is plain. Take the main drainage 
of Dublin. ’ 
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Kilmainham. A Mr. Michael Flood, who 


is ide Ailey ie dal Aiba ak forward as a witness on_ behalf 
“ e Th ‘ ° rs . i 

Dublin ‘sue ta taken gree h-00 8 ani ago | of the Urban Council of Kilmainham, 
has been absolutely the lack of money. It is stated that the township was in debt to 
for no other reason. The Dublin Corporation, | the treasurer ; that where there was any 
I feel perfectly free to say, is not an ideal| drainage at all it was in a very bad 
corporation from my standpoint, but I am | state, and the drains go into the Liffey ; 


firmly convinced that the Dublin Corporation | rics genase 5 

would have tackled a scheme of main drainage | that the Notification of Diseases Act has 

% years ago but for the enormous cost in- | not been adopted ; and that, though they 

volved in it and the —— of the people in| make no payment whatever vo the City 
1 


demain who ace he ratepayers of Dublin. Gf Dublin towards the hospitals, they send 
and if this infantile mortality is, as I said, a | all their patients there when they have to 
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He goes on to say— 
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seandal, and such as is to be found nowhere|be sent to a hospital at all. For 
else, it is almost entirely due to twocauses—| Drumcondra Mr. H. Lindsay came 
the lack of main drainage and the very im-| forward, and his evidence was that 
erfect system of house drainage that we | . * ‘al nee i han a 
fave. But these things I represent are due to| e fnancial position of that  town- 


want of funds, and the want of funds is largely | ship was very bad, and that the Govern- 
due to the fact that the well-to-do have gone | ment auditors’ remarks were unfavourable 
from our midst and left us to get on as best | to the township management. Mr. Petit, 


_ on by the Committee. 





we may.” | 


There is only one other extract which 
will read. The hon. Member said :— 


“Tf I were asked what the op ee & would | 


gain by being annexed to the City of Dublin, 
I should state that I think they are in reality | 
citizens of Dublin in everything but the duties 
of citizenship. That is my first answer. I | 
say that they spend their day in Dublin; they 
make their fortunes in Dublin; they use the | 
streets of Dublin ; they use all the institutions | 
of Dublin; and then they leave all these | 
things to be kept up by people much poorer | 
than themselves. I say that is a state of | 
things which ought not to exist; and instead | 
of the townships asking what they are to get, I | 
ask the question, What do they owe to the city | 
where they make their fortunes, and whic | 
they use every day of their lives? I sa 
in everything but the upkeep of Dublin they 
are citizens. ” 


I will not trouble the House with any 
further quotations from the evidence of 
my hon. friend. I do say this, that in the 
face of such evidence as that it re- 
quires the very strongest arguments on 
the part of the opponents of the Bill and 
the very strongest evidence to show | 
that the evidence of my hon. friend | 
and Sir Francis MacCabe is not to be relied 
Now, let us see 
what the evidence of the opponents of 
the Bill was. I say that the opposition 
to it was mainly a rating opposition. 
Time after time I put this question to 
representative witnesses when they came 
before us, “Is it not in the main owing 
to the fear of increased rates that you are 
objecting ?” And the answer was almost 
in every case, “ Yes, in the main it is.” 
Now, how far is the evidence of my hon. 





friend borne out by witnesses on the | 
Opposition side? Take the case of | 


clerk to the Urban District Council, in 


| | cross-examination, said that the township 
| was not provided with any sanitary appli- 


ance or oversight ; while Mr. J. Buckley, 
C.E., surveyor to the township, said that 


| though they had a certain kind of filtra- 


tion scheme, over 686 loads of sludge 
from tanks was allowed to accumulate for 
12 months in the very centre of most 
thickly populated parts of the townships 
and no attempt had been made to clear it 
away, thoughrepeated complaints had been 
made to the sanitary authorities. This is 
a question of rates. I see it is stated as 
an argument against the Bill, ina circular 
by one of the townships, that the rates of 
that township were only 3s. 6d., while 
those of the City of Dublin were 9s. 4d. 
That is incorrect, for it compares the 
whole rates of the city with the municipal 
and sanitary rates of the township. The 
position is this, that in the city the 
municipal rate is 6s. 4d. while in the 
townships it varies from 3s. 6d. to 
4s. 10d. in the £, or an average of 4s. 6d. 
Allowing for the fact that under the 
re-valuation which will take place the 
valuation of the city will be raised 
20 per cent. and the valuation of 
the townships 10 per cent., that would 
correspond to a rate of 5s. 24d. for 
the city against 4s. Id. in the 
townships, or a difference of about ls. 
in the £1. Well, as the hon. Member 
for the City of Dublin has reminded the 
House, the Committee tried to deal with 
that by providing that in the case of the 
townships of Rathmines and Pembroke the 
rate should not exceed the present rate 
for a period of ten years, because we con- 
sidered that, having constructed a main 
20 2 
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drainage system, though not by any 
means a perfect one, still they deserved 
more favourable treatment than the other 
townships ; and that in the case of the 
other townships and the two county 
areas which are to be included with them 
the rate is not to exceed the present rate 
for a period of .five years. Another 
objection which was taken to the inclusion 
was that under the scheme of the Bill 
the representation which was proposed to 
be given them was totally inadequate. 
We met that by dividing this area, after 
very great trouble, into seven wards, 
giving to each of these wards the same 
representation as the city wards—three 
councillors and one alderman to the ward 


{COMMONS} 


—thus giving to the added area an| 


aggregate representation of 28, as against 
60 for the fifteen wards of the city. I 
venture to think that by that representa- 
tion and by the method in which we. 
dealt with the rating of the added area, 
we entirely met everything which may 


be considered a real grievance on the part | 
When I look to | 


of the opposing parties. 
the fact that the evidence of Sir Francis 
McCabe and my _ hon. friend ‘the 
Member for Tyrone was of such a serious 
nature as I have read to the House, and 
seeing that during the whole of that 
inquiry the accuracy of my hon. friend’s 
statements was never challenged, and that 
the facts which he brought before us 
were never in the slightest degree dis- 
proved, I venture to think that I had 
no other course open to me than to give 
my casting vote for the Bill. 


*Mr. FISON (York W. R., Doncaster) : 
I was one of the Members of the Com- 
mittee upstairs which for a long period 
heard witnesses and arguments on this 
case, and therefore desire briefly to 
address the House. I should like to say, 
in the first instance, that at the beginning 


of the inquiry, if I had any bias at all, it | 


was a sentimental one in favour of allow- 
ing the City of Dublin to have a larger 
and more prosperous area. 


conclusion that the proposals of the pro- 
moters of the Bill were not really con- 
ducive to the good government of the 
district. The bias of my mind was 
changed by the evidence and arguments 
brought before us. We heard some ten 
thousand questions put and answered, 


and certainly I think it would be unfair | 


Mr. Johnson-Ferguson. 


But after sit- | 
ting on the Committee for 17 days, and | 
hearing all the evidence, I came to the | 


1032 


if I were not to say how much the Com- 
mittee were indebted to the members of 
the Irish Bar on both sides for the great 
assistance they gave us. I do not wish 
to go over again the ground so ably 
traversed by the hon. and learned Mem- 
ber for Dublin University ; but I would 
remind the House that this is a Bill for 
the inclusion of five townships and a large 
portion of the County of Dublin in the 
new area of the City of Dublin. Perhaps 
the strongest reason given for the pro- 
posal was that the City of Dublin is at 
present congested, that the City is un- 
healthy through that congested popula- 
tion, and that the population want more 
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'room. One eminent witness informed us 


that Dublin would not be a healthy place 


| until 50,000 of the population had gone 


out of the present area. That, I think, is 
an exaggeration; but what I want to 
point out to the House is that the whole 


tendency of the promoters of _ this 
Bill was not to go in for a wider 
area of the county, but to go for 


the populous and wealthy areas of the 
townships. That will not-be contradicted 
by anyone who followed the evidence. 
If you were to take Rathmines and Pem- 
broke from the scope of the Bill, I believe 
the Corporation of Dublin would be 
scarcely inclined to go on with it. I do 
not think the House can put the opposi- 
tion to the incorporation of the townships 
on the local authorities alone; for the 
inhabitants themselves are opposed to it. 
It is quite true, as an hon. Member 
opposite said, that a plebiscite was not 
taken, but that applies to both sides. 

one 


An Hon. MEMBER: There was 


in the city. 


*Mr. FISON : On the other hand, there 
were no petitions in its favour. There 
was brought before the Committee on a 
late day a simple telegram from one of the 
smaller townships, saying that there was 
a feeling there in favour of the Bill. But 
I would call the attention of the House 
to the local elections which took place in 
January, in which annexation to the city 
was made a test question. These elec- 
tions were held on a much more popular 
basis than was previously the case in 
Ireland. The electorate of Rathmines in- 
creased in January from 1,800 to 6,000. 
In every case the representatives carried 
at these elections in all the local bodies, 
irrespective of political party issues, were 
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men pledged to resist this Bill. No evi- | representation, it is true that this Bill 
dence was submitted to us that there was | gives a larger representation to the town- 
even a substantial minority which was in| ships than formerly. There are 15 
favour of the Bill, and I do not think any | wards in the City of Dublin, with a 
better test than that could be given of | representation of three councillors and an 
the wishes of the inhabitants. It appears | alderman, which gives 60 for the city ; 
to me that the two largest townships— | and it is proposed to add seven wards 
Rathmines and Pembroke—are really the | with an alderman and three councillors for 
key of the situation. Rathmines has a each, or an aggregate of 28. I want 
population of 32,000, and Pembroke of to put it to the House if a town 
25,000. There are 211 boroughs in| council of 60 has not managed its affairs 
England and Wales, of which 20 return as well as it ought to have done, how a 
Members to this House which have a less | council of 88 is to manage better. We 
population than Rathmines; and 195 are told that there are no precedents for 
boroughs in England and Wales which |-the course we are taking, but I venture to 
have a less population than Pembroke. | say that there are no precedents whatever 
It is quite true that Pembroke and Rath- | for including five townships in a city 
mines are not municipal areas ; but why | extension area when these townships were 
draw a distinction between urban district | unanimously against it. There may no 
councils—which you have only recently | doubt have been precedents where the 
created—and municipal areas? These | House has over-ridden the objections of 
areas have governed themselves well in| townships, but these have been cases of bar- 
the past. I would ask the House to com- | gain-making, where the townships were 
pare the way in which the City of Dublin | wanting to come in, but did not think the 
has done its work with the way in which | terms fair. There are no_ precedents, 
these townships have done their work. | however, where so many townships were 
Rathmines has an independent water | annexed totally against their wishes. 
supply, and in 1893 the City of Dublin | 

had to come to Rathmines to ask that) Cot. SAUNDERSON (Armagh, N.): 
township to help the city with its water |The House has derived a very erroneous 
supply. As to drainage, the story has | impression of the state of affairs relating 
been told how, in 1871, the Corporation | to the annexation of these townships to 
obtained a Bill along with the townships | the City of Dublin if dependence is 
for drainage purposes, how the Corporation placed on the speeches of the hon. Gen- 
refused to carry the scheme out, how tlemen the Members for Waterford and 
Rathmines and Pembroke allowed their Loughborough. These hon. Members 
scheme to hang up for twelve months to | have informed the House that they believe 
permit of the Corporation coming in, and the majority of the people in these town- 
how the Corporation have even yet done ships are in favour of annexation, but if 
nothing except to start their drainage they will believe that they will believe 
scheme. I cannot agree entirely with | anything. Only two days ago there were 
what the hon. Member for Loughborough | meetings in several of the townships to 
has said as to the excellence of that drain- consider the scheme, and the voting 
age scheme ; but I think that the evidence against it was as 14 to 1. In Rathmines 
showed that the joint drainage scheme of | the opposition to the Bill is quite unani- 
Rathmines and Pembroke is an excellent | mous, and in Clontarf it is also unanimous ; 
one. We are asked to deal, therefore, with and how the hon. and learned Gentleman 
two townships—one of which has been in| has come to the conclusion that the 
existence for half a century and the other | majority of the people in these townships 
for 36 years—and both of which have! are in favour of annexation is a thing I 
managed their own affairs better than the cannot possibly understand. The hon. 
City of Dublin. It would, I contend, be | and learned Gentleman spoke of the want 
a very strong step to annex them to the of public spirit on the part of these town- 
City of Dublin against their wishes.| ships in not supporting the Dublin 
We are told that differential rating would | hospitals, and from that the House might 
meet the case; but differential rating | be led to believe that the Dublin Corpo- 
would be only a temporary remedy, and | ration had the supervision of a certain 
it would give opportunities to the City of | number of hospitals in Dublin. But they 
Dublin to raise money, which all would | have not the supervision of any hospitals 
eventually have to pay off. In regard to|in the City of Dublin, though they may 
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subscribe to some of them. What struck | that the main sewer of Dublin has always 
me as a strange act of ingratitude on the | been the river Liffey. The Corpora- 
part of the hon. and learned Gentleman | tion of Dublin had a Bill pass through 
was that he forgot to mention that on the | this House 20 years ago to carry out an 
Estimates every year a sum of £15,850 | improved system of drainage ; but what 
is voted by the Government for the | have they done? Practically nothing. I 
Dublin hospitals. /am aware that at the present moment 
'they are engaged in carrying out some 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): That is in| works, but when they will be finished 
accordance with the Union compact. | Heaven only knows. What the Corpora- 
tion of Dublin really wants is more 

Cotone. SAUNDERSON: At any |™money. They have come to the very edge 
rate, that leads us to believe that the | of their legal borrowing powers, and the 
financial relations between the two coun- | @ly way in which additional funds can 
tries is satisfactory. I hold that no just | be procured is to increase the area of 
cause for passing this measure has been | tX@tion by the afnexation of these 
made out by the City of Dublin. My | townships. But ‘there are other 
hon. friend the Member for Tyrone, | objections which the House will 
South, appears to think that the better easily understand on the part of 
classes in Dublin were disappearing, 


these townships to be amalgamated 
; ; 
° r he o "s ) 2 
whereas the poorer classes were crowding | ith the Corporation of Dublin. The 
into the city. 


House will recognise at once that I would 
be the last man to introduce political con- 
d ere P .. | siderations in a case of this kind ; but the 
Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: What I said | objections taken by the townships to be 
was that the rich had gone to the suburbs, incorporated with the City of Dublin are 
and had left the poor behind to take care ‘undoubtedly affected to a considerable 
of themselves. extent by political considerations. There 
; 'is no doubt of that. I consider these 

CoLONEL SAUNDERSON: That strikes | townships were amply justified in 
me as pretty much what I had said. I} investigating the manner in which the 
did not say that the hon. Member had | business of the Corporation is conducted. 
said that the better classes had disappeared | In this hum-drum country over here, when 
from the face of the earth, but that they | you are about to choose officers to carry on 
had disappeared from the City of Dublin. | the business of a Corporation, the first 
I find from the census of 1891 that the | question you ask is whether the candidate 
professional and commercial classes had, | understands anything about the business 
compared with 1881, increased in Dublin | or the conduct of municipal affairs, and if 
to the number of 3,000, whereas the} he shows that he does, probably the man 
industrial classes, who I suppose are the | will be appointed; but it is not so in 
working classes, had decreased by 7,500.| Dublin. Let me remind the House that 
The number of dwellings in Dublin had | how the business of a Corporation is 
increased by 1,800. So that you have a/| carried on has a very great interest of a 
decreasing industrial population, an in-| pecuniary nature to the ratepayers. When 
creasing professional and commercial | an office in Dublin is vacant the last thing 
population, and likewise an increase in| which ever apparently strikes the Corpo- 
the number of houses, and I want to know | ration is to ask whether the candidate is 
how is this tremendous congestion of | fit for the post, or whether he under- 
population, of which so much has been | stands the business of a Corporation. One 
made, taking place in the City of Dublin ?| of the great points in the City of Dublin 
I cannot help thinking that that argu-| apparently is to find out whether the 
ment of my hon. friend has not! candidate has been in gaol or not. If he 
much weight. Now, the objections of|can show that he has “done twenty 
the townships to join with the Corporation | years’ time,” or that he has been in gaol, 
of Dublin are to my mind very well | no further questions are asked as to his 
founded. The hon. Member for Water-| capacity for understanding or managing 
ford drew a tremendous picture of the | municipal affairs. At present they are 
sewage which is discharged into the sea | rather short of such candidates in Dublin, 
outside Clontarf, but I wonder, when he | because just now they have only two 
mentioned sewage at all, he did not say | ticket-of-leave men in the employment of 


Colonel Saunderson. 
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the Corporation. It is absolutely neces- 
sary that this objection of the townships 
to incorporation with Dublin should be 
known. As I have said, there are only | 
two ticket-of-leave men serving the Cor. 
poration at present, but there were more. 
How are these gentlemen elected? The. 
House will understand that it is no very 
little objection on the part of the law- 
abiding and loyal townships to join a 
Corporation which carries on its business 
after this fashion. I will not go over the 
whole list, but let me take a few. There 
is Mr. Henry Campbell, a man whose | 
great ability is known in this House. | 


It does not appear that he knew) 
much about municipal affairs. The 
Freeman's Journal at that time stated | 


that there was something of an experi- 
ment in the appointment, an experiment | 
which, for the sake of the people of 
Dublin, it hoped would have a successful 
issue. I do not think that these experi- 
ments commend themselves to the people 
of the townships. Then there is another 
ase, that of aman named O’Brien. He 
is, I believe, a ticket-of-leave man, and is 
at present in the employment of the Cor- 
poration, his qualification apparently 
being that he was in prison. Still, that is | 
not the sort of recommendation that is | 
likely to be approved in the townships, 
and I think the House of Commons would 
object to a public servant being employed 
on such a ground. There was also 
another ticket-of-leave man, since dead, 
inthe employ of the Corporation. His 
qualification was that he fired at a police- | 
man, and on that qualification he was | 
immediately made inspector of weights | 
and measures. According to the ideas | 
which obtain in Pembroke and Rath- 
mines, that is a questionable reputation, | 
and one which, in their opinion, did not 
fit him to be a very high ofticial in the 
Corporation of Dublin. Another man} 
was elected to a position, although he was 
in America at the time. He was sen- 
tenced to prison for 20 years, and 
that was sufficient to qualify him 
for the appointment. He was made sword- | 
bearer. I need not proceed any further, 
but I think the people of Pembroke and 
Rathmines do not look at such cases with 
approval. They are law-abiding men, 
and they deal with the business of the | 
townships purely on business principles, | 
and the result is that they are opposed to | 
this Bill, and we find Nationalists and | 
Roman Catholics joining with Protestants | 
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against it. That cannot be denied ; at 
any rate it may be denied, but its 
accuracy cannot be disputed. The town- 
ships say, “ We never had a helping hand 


| from this Corporation ; they have opposed 
| efforts of ours, fortunately unsuccesstully ; 


we have worked out our own prosperity, 


/and we have made the townships a credit 


to Dublin and to Ireland.” I believe 
those townships show what Irishmen can 
leave these wretched 
political questions aside. The people of 
the townships reason further. They say, 
“ Weare loyal men; we are in’ favour of 
the continuance of the Union, and we do 
not see why, against our will, you should 
throw us into the arms of this municipal 
octopus, which desires to swallow up our 
prosperity.” The Corporation refused 
before the world to pass a vote of thanks 
onthe occasion of the Queen’s Jubilee—an 


| occasion which ought to modify even the 


political rancour of [rishmen. The town 
ships say, ‘“ Here is a Corporation carried 
on on strictly political grounds; it 
chooses men on_ political grounds, 
this Bill passes there will 
be a tremendous field for appoint- 
ments, as the 20th section _ prac- 
tically disestablishes, although it does 
not absolutely disendow, all holders of 
office. There will be rejoicing among all 
ticket-of-leave men in the country, as the 
Corporation is a sort of Greenwich 
Hospital for Nationalist wrecks.” I think 
the townships are justified in resisting a 
proposal to swallow them up in a 
Corporation carried on on purely political 
grounds. I read a speech made some 
time ago by the hon. Member for East 
Clare, when he was seeking election as 
Lord Mayor of Dublin. That speech, if 
the hon. Member will permit me to say 
so, was, I thought, eminently to his credit. 
He said he would refuse to stand for the 
position of Lord Mayor of Dublin, or to 
support Home Rule, if he did not believe 
and expect that the minority would re- 
ceive fair play. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Kast 
Clare): If the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man will permit me, I will explain what 
I did say. There was no question of 


standing for the position of Lord Mayor. 


What I did say was that I felt perfectly 
certain that the Corporation would give 
fair play to the minority, and that as far 
as I was personally concerned I would not 
have anything to do with any transaction 
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which did not give the fullest possible | 
fair play to the minority. 


CoLoNEL SAUNDERSON: I think | 
that was eminently to the credit of the 
hon. Member. But the Corporation of 
Dublin did not make him Lord Mayor ; 
they only made him an alderman. A man 
who held such views would never be made 
Lord Mayor of Dublin, and I do not see 
why these townships, which now conduct 
their business on a purely businesslike 
footing, should be handed over to this 
political organisation, which, to my mind, 
in the past has shown itself eminently 
unable, and possibly unwilling, to manage 
its own affairs in a businesslike way, and 
which, if it gets the management of these 
townships, will certainly treat them in 
the same manner. The hon. Member for 
Loughborough has quoted some cases | 
where legislation of a similar kind was 
carried out in this country, but he did not 
give any cases in which it was refused. 
He might have mentioned Glasgow, in 
connection with which Partick and Govan 
successfully opposed annexation. No in- 
stance has been attempted to be produced 
before this House of any great township, 
such as Rathmines, Rathgar, or Clontarf, 
being forced against its wish to join such 
a Corporation as Dublin ; and believing as 
I do that if this Bill is passed, instead of 
adding to the prosperity of these town- 
ships, it will have an opposite effect, and 
that it is unfair to hand these townships 
over toa municipality which has proved 
so untrustworthy in the past, I hope the 
House will reject the Bill. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I do 
not think anyone will accuse me of taking 
Home Rule views or of sympathising 
with the views of hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site, but I have always held that we 
should treat Irish questions as English 
questions are treated, and that is the 
backbone of our position. I would ask 
the House,’ in spite of what my hon. 
and gallant friend has said, if there 
were a similar case in England or Scot- 
land, where a large municipality, particu- 
Jarly such an important one as Dublin, 
was asking, on grounds of sanitation, 
or public health, and other reasons of an 
important charactcr, for an extension of 
boundaries, and if the Bill had passed 
Committee, would the House throw it 
out? We know perfectly well it would | 
not do that in the case of an English | 

Mr. William Redmond, 
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city, and [ therefore protest against 
doing it in the case of an Irish city, 
above all in the case of the capital of 
Ireland. 


Corporation Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrin, N.) : 
Unlike a great many other Members who 


' have addressed the House, I can claim to 


be a burgess of the City of Dublin, and 
an inhabitant of the area which hon. 
Gentlemen opposite say will benefit 
by this Bill. But although that area 
will be benefited, the change would be 
unjust to the townships, and it is 
therefore my duty to support my hon. 
member for 
the University of Dublin in his opposi- 
tion. Iwas an interested spectator of the 


proceedings in the room upstairs when 
‘the hon. Member for Loughborough was 


Chairman of the Committee, and I 
should like to take this opportunity of 
dissociating myself from some of the criti- 


cisms which have appeared in the Irish 
papers on his conduct as Chairman.  Al- 


though I differ from him and his conelu- 
sions, I do say, not in any feeling of imperti- 
nence, that hemadeanadmirable Chairman. 
At the same time, that does not permit me 
to regard the decision of the Committee 


‘as any more than a decision obtained by 


the casting vote of the Chairman, and 
under such circumstances it is open to 
this House freely and impartially to 
decide whether that casting vote was 
properly or improperly given. The Com- 
mittee had not, and the Chairman had 


‘ not—I venture to say so respectfully—the 


entire circumstances before them. As my 


hon, and gallant friend has stated, a very 


large amount of the opposition against 
this Bill on the part of the townships 
arises from political distrust of the Cor- 
poration of Dublin; and when it was 
intended to produce before the Com- 
mittee evidence on that point, and when 
it was suggested that the Dublin Corpo- 
ration was guilty of political misconduct, 
the Chairman said that the Committee 
had no power or right to go into political 
questions. That, I think, was right. The 
proceedings might be interminable if such 
an area were opened for debate, but that 
does not prevent this House from taking 
such matters into consideration, and it is 
the first time that the townships of 


| Dublin have had an opportunity of stating 


before the House one of their main 
objections to the scheme. We are 
asked, under this Bill, to destroy an 
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active municipal life. Whether the 
bodies which carry on those duties 


outside the metropolis of Ireland are 
called Urban District Councils or Cor- 
porations makes very little difference. 
The only difference is that in one case 


the officer is called a town councillor, | 


and in the other a councillor, and I make 


the hon. Member for Loughborough a} 
We have. 


present of the distinction. 
five municipalities, all actively carrying 
on their work to the satisfaction of their 


own inhabitants, and we are asked to take | 
from them that power and to subject | 


them to the tyranny and despotism of 
the Corporation of the City of Dublin, 


where only five Unionists are allowed to | 


take part in municipal affairs. Counsel, 
in the address which was made for the 
Corporation of the City of Dublin before 
the Committee, persisted in saying that 
no accusation of misrule could be made 


against the townships, but such cannot be | 


said of the Dublin Corporation. The 
Corporation is a gigantic political de- 
bating society, and not till after they 
have finished debating political questions 
will they turn their mind to the welfare 
of the citizens. From time to time the 
Corporation have, under an ancient right, 
appeared at the Bar of this House in 
support of some academic proposition like 
Home Rule, the relief of evicted tenants, or 
the release of the political prisoners ; but 
have they ever approached this House in 


support of any single movement for the | 


material prosperity of the country ? Have 


the Corporation ever petitioned on behalf | 


of Irish industries or the promotion of our 


fisheries ; have they ever done any sub- | 
stantial thing outside the area of the | 
That is the Cor- | 


poration which is to deprive existing | 


purest party politics ? 


municipalities of the right to carry on 
their duties which they have performed 
to the satisfaction of those living under 
their government. Two-thirds of the 


. fates of Dublin are paid by Unionists ; 


they are able to return one Member of 
Parliament, but the wards are so gerry- 
mandered that, as regards municipal 
government, they are only able to secure 
seven representatives. The Corporation 
have always devoted themselves to politics ; 
they have rewarded political supporters 
with money contributed by Unionist rate- 
payers, and have neglected their proper 
business. While Rathmines and Pem- 


broke were developing their drainage the | 
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| Dublin stand with regard to electric 
lighting? Hon. Gentlemen opposite will 
| not contradict me when I say that Dublin 
is, as far as electric lighting is concerned, 
the worst lighted city in the three  king- 
doms. The Corporation have spent 
£98,000, and they have only 81 are- 
lamps, or ten lamps in each of the eight 
streets lighted. It is absolutely im- 
possible to obtain an electric lighting 
supply from the Corporation, and the 
money is absolutely thrownaway. Refer- 
ence has been made to a plebiscite. It 
is true that there was a plebiscite in 


Corporation Bill. 


Dublin. The Parnellite Corporation 
submitted the idea of swallowing 
these townships, and everyone in 


Dublin thought it would be to their 
advantage. When the Corporation came 
before the Committee, so anxious were 
they to carry the Bill that they 
deliberately, without any authority from 
the population, agreed to forego for ten 
years the rates which Pembroke and 
Rathmines were to pay before the 
plebiscite was taken. Kither they were 
authorised or not; if they were 
authorised then the ten years provision is 
illusory ; if they were not authorised the 
Bill is entirely different from that sup- 
ported by the plebiscite. On every 
point concession after concession was 
offered by the Corporation, in such a way 
that the original principle of the Bill has 
been destroyed, and it is enough to make 
anyone suspicious of it. What is the real 
| object of this Bill? Under the Public 
Health Act, as we all know, a municipality 
in Ireland has power to borrow to twice 
the extent of its annual valuation, and the 
borrowing power of the Dublin Corpora- 
tion would amount to 14 millions. But 
they have already borrowed £1,700,000, 
jand it is because their Exchequer is 
/exhausted, and they want to replenish 
‘it, and for political reasons also, 
| that they are so anxious to annex 
|these townships. It is suggested that 
| they want additional land to set up 
| buildings for the industrial classes, 
| but it was proved before the Committee 
| that there are still 400 acres of land avail- 
| able for that purpose within the city, which 
| is quite enough to keep them going for a 
| good many years. Then the argument 
|is used, because people come in from 
Rathmines and Pembroke to do business 
in the City of Dublin, that therefore they 
should be rated. I quite agree with that 





Corporation did nothing. How does | principle, but if they are to be rated they 
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should be rated in their offices and ware-|teNded. But there is a great difference 


houses in the city, and the fact that a man 
who lives in Pembroke should be rated 
any more than if he lived at Kingstown 
does not apply. You might as well tax 
an Irishman who comes to London and 
makes a profit here. Some hon. Members 
on the other side of the House may re- 
gard this matter as trifling, but I would 
assure the House that it is very important. 
If there were not a strong feeling in the 
matter, it is hardly likely weshould have to- 
day such an unusually large representation 
in this House from all parts of Ireland. 
Time after time, before the Committee, 
the question was put as to the advantages 
which the townships would derive from 
the scheme, and it was jocularly remarked 
by one witness that they would have the 
honour and glory of belonging to the 
Municipality of Dublin. That is not an 
honour for which all of us in Ireland 
are ambitious. I would point out 
the deliberate unfairness of one of 
the sections. The Gas Company is 
the controlling influence in Dublin 
municipal politics. (Cries of ‘ No”). 
Hon. Members may say “ No,” and they 
may have their reasons ; but I do know 
that the Gas Company has the right to 
supply Dublin at the rate of 3s. 5d. per 


between the cases of Belfast and Dublin. 
| Many years ago theauthorities of Belfast 
|saw that it might be fatal to the exten- 
sion of that city if the adjoining town- 
ships were allowed to grow up. But in 
| Dublin they allowed them to grow, and 
it is only when the Dublin Exchequer is 
| practically exhausted that they show a 
| desire to bring in the townships. It has 
| been suggested by the hon. Member for 
| Waterford that the same law should 
| apply on both sides of the Irish Channel. 
I cordially endorse that; but I would 
| point out that you are proposing to do in 
| Dublin the very reverse of what you are 
‘doing under the London Government 
| Bill. Under the latter Bill you are 
creating separate municipalities, whereas 
'in Dublin you are seeking to merge pros- 
| perous townships in the city 





Mr. DUNCOMBE: I propose to sup- 
| port the Dublin Corpevation in this 
matter, for I think it would be absolutely 
| ridiculous for this House, which over and 
"over again has supported the principle of 
local government for Ireland, to refuse, 
| for political reasons, this demand on the 
| part of the Corporation of Dublin. 


1,000 cubic feet, and that it charges the | 


townships 4s. 6d. 


when the townships were dragged into 
this scheme they would share the same 
benefits as Dublin ; but Section 59 states 
that nothing contained in the Bill is to 
affect the rights and privileges of the Gas 
Company, the plain English of which is 
that, although the townships are dragged 
into the scheme, they will still have to 
pay 4s. 6d. That shows the spirit and the 
unfairness of the Bill, which are also in- 
dicated by the abject readiness of the 
Corporation to surrender all these conces- 
sions, such as the ten years’ rating limit and 
the twenty-eight members representation, 
being well aware that these safeguards 
are utterly illusory. One of the instances 
which the hon. Member for Loughborough 
relied on was that of Bristol, but the hon. 


Member forgot to tell the House that 
Bristol has been up to the present day 


unable to annex Westbury -on- Trym, 
which is to all intents and purposes 
analogous to Rathmines and Pembroke. 


There is only one other matter I wish to 
It is quite true that in the 
case of Belfast the boundaries were ex- 


touch upon. 


Mr, William Moore. 


Now, it would be | 
imagined as a matter of fair play that | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Cork, N.): The 
argument brought forward by the Mem- 
| ber for Trinity College was that there 
'were three Conservative divisions, and 
| that it would be unwise to include these 
| three divisions in the area of the City of 
| Dublin. But there are six divisions 
| affected by the proposal. The County 
Council of Dublin is Nationalist, Kilmain- 
ham is Nationalist, Clontarf and Drum- 
condra are Nationalist. Therefore, out 
| of the six divisions three are Nationalist 
and three Conservative, but Pembroke 
will not long remain a Conservative 
| division, because it will be Nationalist as 
| soon as the Nationalists care to take the 
\trouble of attending to the register. 
| Rathmines will probably always remain 
| Conservative. Therefore, when you are 
opposing this Bill on the ground of 
| political prejudice, you must recollect that 
| you are not opposing the Bill as a whole, 
which affects Nationalist equally with 
| Conservative areas. It is most unfair, in 
| regard to the capital of Ireland, that this 
House, having abolished its Parlia- 
ment and _ otherwise curtailed ts 
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prosperity and influence, should now dis- 
cuss this Bill on such grounds. Let any 
man consider what Dublin has already 
suffered by the Acts of the Imperial 
Parliament. Before 1800 Dublin was 
confined within its present municipal area. 
Dublin then enjoyed a Parliament, and in 
Sackville Street alone there were the 
residences of 40 peers. Her squares were 
inhabited by Commoners, and by the 
nobility and gentry of the island, but 
they all departed with the Union. First 
the nobility, and then the gentry left, 
and I remember well, Sir, the late Sir 
Herbert Stewart, who was killed at Abu 
Klea, furnishing an entire terrace of 
houses in London with the splendid 
decorative stones and chimney - pieces 
which he had quarried from out of these 
Dublin residences. 
the finest specimens of art, but they are 
now all gone, and what have remained ? 


Only the premises of the merchants, with | 


a few of their residences. The Borough 
Funds Act did not, when it passed this 
House, apply to Dublin. Before 1870 
the work of private legislation was costly, 


and there were no citizens rich enough | 


and public spirited enough to oppose the 
various measures by which the City of 
Dublin was robbed, 
townships secured their privileges. 
In 1890 the tramways of Dublin were 
extended far out into the suburbs, but 
these suburbs are only imaginary divi- 
sions. These are the results of the rush 
for fresh air and more room, and the 
desire to avoid the taxation of the city. 
Now, Sir, what are the tests of a town ? 
What are the tests by which we shall 


decide whether or not they shall be reck- | 
These tests are | 
its markets, its fairs, its amusements, its | 


oned separate towns ? 


stock exchange, its courts of justice. Not 
one single one of these townships pos- 


sesses one single attribute of this char- | 


acter. If Dublin were to be abolished, 
they would be abolished too. They are 


merely the excrescences of the city, and do | 


not possess one single element of real 
urban life, and could not under any pre- 
tence be considered as separate entities. 
They are only divided from Dublin by a 
canal, and to call them separate areas is 
an absurdity. Dublin is the only city 
since Her Majesty the Queen came to the 
throne which has not extended its area. 
But, unfortunately, in the case of Dublin, 
its area has actually been reduced, and 
portions of these districts were actually 


{13 JuNE 1899} 


They were some of | 


and these little | 
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at one time within the area of the City 
of Dublin. It is said that the Government 
of Ireland is a continuity, but I will, Sir, 
point out that so far back as 20 years ago 
a Royal Commission with a Conservative 
President, and with the present Chairman 
of the Local Government Board as one of 
its members, unanimously reported in 
favour of the very proposal now before 
the House; and in 1882 Lord Spencer 
promised to do by a Public Act what the 
Dublin Corporation are now seeking to 
'do by a Private Bill. Now, how does 
| this House treat the capital of England 
or of Scotland? Is it in the way it is 
|now proposed to treat poor Dublin? 
| Edinburgh has extended its boundaries, 
| Glasgow has extended its boundaries, so 
| have Londonderry and Belfast. In fact, 
every city in Great Britain has done 
so, and there has been no question 
of political prejudice. In regard to 
this very question of political pre- 
|judice, the City of Dublin has 
| suffered more by the Act of Union than 
any other city in the three kingdoms. We 
| are told that this House is competent to 
legislate for Ireland, that it is willing and 
anxious to do so sympathetically ; you 
say, “True you are only 80 members, 
but there are 600 English members pre- 
| pared to do you justice ; but what are the 
| conditions under which Ireland struggles 
'in regard to public measures only? If 
we succeed in getting only one Act 
| through we go home proud, but the con- 
| ditions in regard to Private Bills are even 
| worse. The Irish municipalities have to 
|come here and litigate at an enormous 
cost before this House. A Bill is proposed, 
as in the present instance, to be read a 
second time. There is no objection taken 
to it. It is read a second time and sent 
to a Committee, whose verdict it is under- 
stood shall influence the House in its final 
decision. There is no Irish representative 
on the Committee. The Member for 
Trinity College admits that he and his 
'friends gambled on the verdict of the 
| Committee, and it is only now when the 


Corporation Bill. 





| verdict of the jury is in our favour that 
he comes forward and opposes it. That 
is, Sir, after the verdict of a jury on which 
| no Irish Member sat, and: a verdict has 
| been arrived at after seventeen days’ 
 iaenitoin, and in the course of 
| which 17,000 questions have been asked, 
vand after the Dublin Corporation has 
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expended from £20,000 to £25,000, | sentation. I have always been in favour of 
the hon. Member asks the House to’ giving the Conservatives a greater repre- 
reverse the decision. What justice is | sentation on the Dublin Corporation than 
there in such proceedings?) The people| they now have. Five years ago in a 
of Ireland, it is said, are very ignorant,| Water Bill I engrafted a scheme of 
are very stupid, and very uneducated ;| minority representation, but though it 
but the poorest man in Ireland, the | passed through this House, it was rejected 
most stupid and uneducated, will know | in the House of Lords, that august body 
how the rejection of a Bill of this kind, of | declaring that minority reports were not 
this magnitude, supported as it is by the | germane to water. Let me again remind 
Local Government Board and its officials, | the House of this fact, if political pre- 
how the rejection of it has been brought | judice is brought forward against this 
about by one of the Orange Members of | measure, that every member of the Con- 
the North of Ireland. Sir, I am amazed | servative party on the Dublin Corporation 
that a question of this great importance | is in favour of this Bill, and some of them 
should be treated in this way by the hon. | gave evidence before the Committee, 
and gallant Member for North Armagh. | while others were here yesterday trying 
He referred to the main drainage of | to apply an antidote to the undignified 
Dublin. What has stopped this main | lobbying of certain members of the other 
drainage scheme? Why, it is because | House, who for private reasons are 
instead of having one authority to deal opposing this Bill. I think they might 
with there were no less than eight, and | very well wait to defend their personal 
why should an unfortunate decayed interests until the Bill reaches the 
corner of Dublin have taken upon its Second Chamber. The House, in con- 
back this scheme of main drainage, in- clusion, from every point of view is 
volving, as it did, an expenditure of making a mistake if it rejects this Bill. 
three-quarters of a million, without the It has been said that the Dublin Corpora- 
townships contributing at all? We are} tion has given positions to political 
told that Rathmines and Pembroke | prisoners. For myself, I was only in 
desired to carry out a scheme of drainage, | prison a very short time, but I look 
but that Dublin opposed. No, Sir, what | hack upon that period as the proudest 
Dublin opposed was this. They opposed time of my life. I am very proud 
the delivery of the sewage into the mouth of having been in gaol for Ireland, 
of the Liffey, where it would be washed | prouder than I am of anything else in my 
back at every tide into the town to con- career, and if the Corporation has taken 
taminate. the whole town. It is said pity upon a man who has suffered like- 
again that Rathmines has a water supply. wise, and sooner than he should die of 
Yes, at sixpence higher cost than Dublin ; hunger or tramp the streets, given him a 
but it is unfiltered. But even unfiltered | small position, I see no reason why it 
water ought to be good enough to put should have been put forward as ground 
out a fire, but I read the other day that the for opposing this Bill. Mr. O’Brien, the 
great factory belonging tothe eminentCon-| man referred to, has been given the 
servative Member, Mr. Pym, and employ- | charge of the baths and washhouses, and 
ing over 300 hands in Rathmines, caught he was an old soldier, he was released by 
fire and would have become a total loss if it a Conservative Government so far back 
had been left to the precious care of the as 1877, and I really think that after 22 
two men and a boy who comprised the years there should be some Statute of 
Rathmines Fire Brigade. There was no Limitations. I am quite sure that if the 
adequate fire brigade in Rathmines, and Belfast Corporation appointed to some 
the Rathmines water would not squirt. Ido such office one of the Orangemen con- 
not know whether it is the want of afilter or victed and sent to prison in connection 
the want of pressure, but it was certain with the Belfast riots of 1886, or Mr. 
that but for the presence of the Dublin , de Cobain when he comes out of prison, to 
Brigade that factory would have been | some such office, we should not bring it for- 
destroyed, and so it was the Dublin wardas aground for opposing a Bill of the 
Fire Brigade was always coming to the | Belfast Corporation. Again, Sir, may I 
rescue of these little townships, who point out that this Bill has been sup- 
paid nothing to the support of the brigade ported by the report of a Royal Commis- 
, and who would be helpless without it. | sion, promised to be embodied in a Public 
Then, there is the question of the repre-. Act by Lord Spencer, and surely in 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 
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following such advice this House cannot | ings that you are willing to give Ireland 
be going wrong. Let me finally say this, | everything, and now upon a narrow ques- 
the very smallest performances of the | tion of extension which you have granted 
Dublin Corporation have been opposed by | to every large city in the United King- 
a narrow clique of this House and else- | dom, you will strike a greater blow at the 
where. In 1890 the Chief Secretary gave | Union than any that has been given by 
Dublin the power to collect its own rates, | all the Ministries of the previous 90 years. 


{13 JUNE 1899} Corporation Bill. 





but, notwithstanding the whole weight of | 


Lord Salisbury, the Bill only passed the | 
House of Lords by a majority of eight | 
It is a pure matter of party | 
prejudice, but I caution this House, and I | 
warn it—you cannot declare at the hust- 


votes. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bartley, George C. T. 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 

Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

3olitho, Thomas Bedford 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

sroadhurst, Henry 
Brown, Alexander H. 
Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson | 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Sir Chas. (Glasgow) | 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J A (Glasgow | 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Clancy, John Joseph 

Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collery, Bernard 

Commins, Andrew 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cooke,C. W. Radclifte( Heref’d) 
Corbet, William J. (Wicklow) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Courtney,Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Crilly, Daniel 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 


AYES. 


| Cross, Herb. Shepherd(Bolton) 
| Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
| Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 


Dalkeith, Earl of 


| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 

| Dalziel, James Henry 

| Davies,SirHoratioD(Chatham | 
| Davies,M.Vaughan-(Cardigan | 


Davitt, Michael 
Denny, Colonel 


| Dickson-Poynder, Sir John P. 
| Dilke, Rt. Hon, Sir Charles 
| Dillon, John 


Doogan, P. C. 


| Doughty, George 
| Drucker, A. - 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 


| Dunn, Sir William 
| Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


Elliot, Hn. A. Ralph Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 


Farrell, Thomas J. (Kerry, 8.) | 
| Fenwick, Charles 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Fergusson, Rt.Hn.SirJ.(Mane’r 
Ffrench, Peter 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir Henry 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Fry, Lewis 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibney, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniél Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gunter, Colonel 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 291 ; Noes, 
| 129. (Division List No. 188.) 


Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 


| Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 
| Hayden, John Patrick 


Harrington, Timothy 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon.CharlesH. 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Henry 


| Hogan, James Francis 


Holden, Sir Angus 

Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnson-Fergusson, Jabez E. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Jones DavidBrynmor(Swansea 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James 

Kilbride, Denis 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Lambert, George 


. Langley, Batty 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
LawsonSir Wilfrid(Cumb’land 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Logan, John William 

Lough, Thomas 

Lowles, John 

Lowther, RtHn.J W(Cumb’land 
Lloyd, Archie Kirkman 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
MacAleese. Daniel 

Macdona, John Cumming 
MacDonnell, DrM A(Queen’s C 
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Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 
M‘Killop, James 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W.(Yorks.) 
Mendl, Sigis } und Ferdinand 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Minch, Matthew 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Rt. Hon. J.( Montrose) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Merris, Samuel 

Morton, Ar. H. A. (Deptford) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Murnaghan, George 

Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 

Paimer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Palmer, G. Wm. (Reading) | 
Parnell, John Howard 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William | 


Aird, John 

Allhusen, Augustus Henry E. 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, Rt. Hn.A.H.S-(Hunts) 
Bathurst, Hn. Allen Benjamin 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Bousfield, William Robert 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Brymer, William Ernest 
Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, V.C.W.(Derbysh.) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. E. T. D. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Cruddas, Wm: Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 





| Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 


| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


| Roche, John (East Gelwaz) 


| Spicer, Albert 


| Dixon-Hartland, Sir. F. 
| Dorrington, Sir John Edward 


| Folkestone, Viscount 
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Philipps, John Wynford 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,SirG. A.(L’nes.SW) | 
Pirie, Duncan V. 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs ( Yorks.) 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
teckitt, Harold James 


tedmond, William (Clare) 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8.E.) 
tiokett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robson, William Snowdon 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel V 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Shaw, Charles Edw. (Stafford) | 
Sinclair, Capt. John(Forfarsh. ) | 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | 
Smith, Samuel (Flint. ) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 





Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) | 


NOES. 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
ixon 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Drage, Geoffrey 

Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzGerald, Sir Robert P.- 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn.A.G.H.(C. of Lond. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Heath, James 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hill,SirEdwardStock (Bristol) 





Hoare, Saniuel (Norwich) 
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Steadman, William Charles 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Stewart, Sir Mk. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strachey, Edward 
Strauss, Arthur 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A bel (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warde, Lieut-Col. C.E, (Kent) 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Fred.. W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J.W. (Worcester, N.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young,Commander(Berks, E.) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien and 
Captain Donelan. 


Corporation Bill. 


Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hozier, Hon. J. Henry Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W. Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kemp, George 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Lecky, Rt. Hn. William E. H. 
Lees, Sir Elliot (Birkenhead) 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. Sir John 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Calmont,Col.J.(Antrim, E.) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrison, Wa!ter 

Mount, William George 
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Murray,Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Newark, Viscount 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northeote, Hon. Sir H. S. 
O’Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens | 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Fenn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newton) | 
Pretyman, Erriest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Rankin, Sir James 
Zenshaw, Charles Bine 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 


Me wage from 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


read the third time. 


| 
IONIAN BANK BILL. (By Order.) | 
| 
| 


Order for Second Reading read. 
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Round, James 

Russell,Gen. F 8.(Cheltenham) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 


| Sandys, Lt.-Col. Thos. Myles 


Seely, Charles Hilton 


| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William(Derbys. ) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 


| Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) 


Spencer, Ernest 


| Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
| Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 





the Lords. 


Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 
Valentia, Viscount 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Mr. Carson and Colonel 
Saunderson. 
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| not to delay consideration of a Bill when 
| a day has been definitely decided upon. 
Bill, as amended, considered ; to be | 


| Second Reading deferred till Monday 


next. 


TOTLAND WATER BILL [Lords], 
Read a second time and committed. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To} LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


THE TREASURY (Mr. HANnsury, Pres- | 
ton): It must be understood by the pro- | 
moters that I can only allow this Bill to | 


be read a second time on 
understanding that certain 
be inserted at the initiative 
sury. 


The Bill does away altogether | 
with the Stamp Duty, and the Estate| 


the distinct | 
clauses shall | 
of the Trea- | 


Duty in certain cases, and that is a| mittee— 


matter we must deal with. 


Bill read a second time and committed. 


(By Order.) 


Order for Second Reading read. 


“That the Second Reading of the Bill be | 
deferred till Monday.”—(Mr. J. W. Lowther.) | 


Mr. DUNCOMBE: I object. 
*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland) : | 


| 


ORDERS (No. 8) BILL, 


PIER AND HARBOUR PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL, 


Read the third time, and passed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolution reported from the Com- 


‘That, in the case of the Bradford Tram- 
ways and Improvement Bill, Petition for 
| additional Provision, the Standing Orders 


| ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties 

ST. NEOTS WATER B Fords. be permitted to introduce their additional 

Be OTe Od) | Brovialon, if the Committes'on the Bil thiak 
| fit.” 


| (No. 1) Bill; 


| 


I appeal to my hon. friend not to press | (No. 4) Bill 


the objection. 


by postponement. 


I may point out that, as 
a result of extending the time for the | 
consideration of another Bill, the House | 
is not now to be troubled with it, so there | 
is sometimes a distinct advantage gained | 


Electric Lighting 


| 
| 
| Resolution agreed to. 
Motion made and Question proposed— | 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. _ 
That they have agreed to— 


Provisional Orders 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 


Amendments to— 


West Highland Railway Bill [Lords] 
without Amendment. 


| That they have passed a Bill, intituled 
| An Act to confirm a Provisional Order 





Mr. DUNCOMBE: Of course, after | made by the Board of Trade under the 
that appeal, I withdraw my objection, | Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
but it must be understood that it is the | relating to Clontarf.” [Electric Lighting 
last time I give way. The House ought | Provisional Order (No. 9) Bill (Lords.).] 
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Also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to con- 
firm certain Provisional Orders made by 


the Board of Trade under the Electric | 


Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to 
East Retford, Failsworth, Pemberton, 
Stourbridge, Swinton and Pendlebury, 
and Wednesbury.” [Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 11) Bill (Lords). | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 


for enabling the Transvaal Mortgage, | 
Loan, and Finance Company, Limited, to | 
their | 


arrange with the holders — of 
founders’ shares, for sub-dividing shares, 
and creating certain preferences ; and for 
other purposes.” 
Loan, and Finance Company Bill (Lords). | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 

ORDER (No. 9 BILL). 

Read the first time ; 

Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 231.] 


(Lords. } 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 11 BILL). [Lords.] 
Read the first time ; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 232.] 


TRANSVAAL MORTGAGE, LOAN, AND 
FINANCE COMPANY BILL.  [Lords.] 


Read the first time ; and referred to 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private | 


Bills. 





PETITIONS. 
BOROUGH FUNDS ACT, 1872. 
Petition from Bethesda, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (VOLUN- 
TARY SCHOOLS). 
Petition from Tranmere, for alteration 
of Law; to lie upon the Table. 
GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES). 
Petition from Huddersfield, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO (SCOT- 


LAND BILL. 
Petition from Blackford, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Polmont, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


{Transvaal Mortgage, 


PROVISIONAL | 


referred to the | 
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| PUBLIC HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT 


ILL. 


Returns, &e. 


Petition from Plymouth, in favour ; to 
' lie upon the Table. 


|SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Nottingham, in favour ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 


VIVISECTION. 
Petition from London, for prohibition ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


ARMY (SPECIAL PENSIONS). 
Copy presented,—of Return for the 
year ended 31st March, 1899, of Pensions 
specially granted under Articles 730, 
1170, and 1207 of the Army Pay War- 
rant [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 
Copy presented,—of Papers relating to 
the Complaints of British Subjects in the 
South African Republic [by Command] ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


EXPLOSIVES. 

Copy presented,—of Twenty-third 
Annual Report of Her Majesty’s Inspec- 
tors of Explosives, being for the year 
1898 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


EXPLOSIONS (UPLEES MARSHES, 
FAVERSHAM). 

Copy presented,—of Report by Colonel 
|A. Ford, C.B., Her Majesty’s Chief 
Inspector of Explosives, on the circum- 
| Stances attending the destruction and 
explosion of carbo-gelatine in course of 
manufacture, which occurred at the 
factory of the Cotton Powder Company, 
at Uplees Marshes, near Faversham, on 
the 5th May, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


EXPLOSIONS (STREETLY, 
HAM). 

Copy presented,—of Report by Major 
A. Cooper-Key, R.A. Her Majesty's 
Inspector of Explosives, to the right 
hon. the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, on the circumstances attend- 
ing an explosion of percussion caps in 
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course of manufacture at the factory of | of their districts, ordered be brought in 

the Birmingham Metal and Munitions! by Mr. Stephens, Sir John Lubbock, Sir 

Company, Limited, at Streetly, near) Walter Foster, Sir William Priestley, 

Birmingham, on the 11th April, 1899} Mr. John Burns, Mr. Bigwood, Mr. 

[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. | Cripps, Mr. Lawson Walton, Dr. Ambrose, 
and Mr. Brynmor Jones. 


INEBRIATE REFORMATORIES (RULES | 


FOR MANAGEMENT). REGISTRATION OF ELECTORS 
Copy presented,—of Rules, made with | (ENGLAND). 
the approval of the Secretary of State for) Bill to amend the Law regarding the 


the Home Department, for the Domestic | Registration of Electors in England, 
Management of the certified Inebriate | ordered to be brought in by Mr. R. G. 
Reformatory at Horfield, in the county of Webster, Sir Edward Gourley, Major 
Gloucester [by Act]; to lie upon the! Rasch, Mr. Vaughan-Davies, and Mr. 
Table. | Pierpoint. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING, 1898. | DRAINAGE SEPARATION BILL. 
Copy ordered, “ of Tables showing the “To enable Local Authorities to deal 
Progress of British Merchant Shipping.” | separately with the sewage and drainage 
—(Ir, Litchie.) wos . | of their districts,” presented, and read the 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie first time ; to be read a second time upon 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. Wednesday, 21st June, and to be printed. 
217.] | [Bill 233.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | 
ORDERS. REGISTRATION OF ELECTORS 
; - | (ENGLAND) BILL. 
Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stat-| ; 
To amend the Law regarding the 


ing the nature of the Proposals contained | : 2 es ve 
in the Provisional Order included in the | Registration of Electors in England,” pre- 


cis Cailtee Wootten No, | ented, and read the first time; to be 
20) Bill ear Ritchie) yo ial ie |read a second time upon Monday, 3rd 


| July, and to be printed. [Bill 234. 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie | TT Oe 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | 
218.] | 
COMPANIES (WINDING UP). 
Return ordered, “of the names of all | a aee : 
the companies registered in England cayroaigeatiricest nace aa fe 
which were ordered to be wound up by Mr. J. P. F ARRELL (Cavan, W.): 
the Court, or which passed resolutions I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for winding up voluntarily, during the for W ar whether the decision of the War 
year ending the 31st day of December Office authorities to remove the Militia 
1896, showing the names and addresses headquarters from Longford to Mullingar 
of the liquidators, and giving the follow- | WaS come to by consultation with the 
ing particulars, viz.: (1) the amount of officers of the regiment ; whether it was. 
paid-up capital, distinguishing the amount | 0W"g to the difficulty of finding cadets 
paid up in cash and the amount issued as | for service with the regiment that the 
paid up otherwise than for cash ; (2) the change was decided upon, and whether it 
estimated amount of probable loss arising | 8 2©W final and irrevocable ; and to what 
on each of the above-named classes of | PUrpose is it intended to put the Artillery 
shares, respectively ; (3) the estimated | T Upper Barracks in Longford formerly 
amount of prebable loss to unsecured or occupied by these men. 
partially secured creditors ; (4) the names} *THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
of companies going into liquidation during | STATE For WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, 
the year 1896 on which no losses to | Dover): There is no intention-of altering 
shareholders or creditors are estimated as | the decision in regard to the removal of 





QUESTIONS. 





probable.”—-(Mr. Charles M*Arthur.) the headquarters from Longford to Mul- 
lingar. The barracks at Longford are at 
DRAINAGE SEPARATION, present occupied by a field battery of 


3ill to enable Local Authorities to deal | Royal Artillery, pending the provision of 
separately with the sewage and drainage | a new barrack elsewhere. 


VOL. LXXIL. [FourTH SEnrigs. ] Es 
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(Juestions, {COMMONS} 
SALISBURY PLAIN. | can explain the circumstances under which 
*Mr. THOMAS BAYLEY (Derbyshire, the representative of the Transvaal 
Chesterfield) : I beg to ask the Financial | Government in Europe received informa- 
Secretary to the War Office whether, in| tion as to the proceedings at and the 
the Return No. 150, of 1899, which was | result of the Bloemfontein Conference 
ordered by the House in February last | before such information reached the 
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and distributed in May, of the gross and 
net rentals of property at Salisbury Plain 
purchased by the War Department, the 


column headed “ present rental ” gives in | 


all cases the actual rental paid to the pro- 
prietor of the land at the time of pur- 
chase, or whether in any cases the amount 
of rental in that column represents a 
nominal rental which in practice was 
reduced by an allowance of, in some cases, 
as much as 20 per cent. reduction on the 
nominal rent. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 


THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL | 


WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): The figures | 
shown in the column “ present rental” of 
the Return referred to represent the actual 
rent on the 4th April, 1899, 2.¢., the date | 
on which the Return was rendered. 


CEYLON LAND ORDINANCES. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies when he will distribute to | 
Members the report of the Governor of 
Ceylon on the working of the Land | 
Ordinances Act of 1897, in that island. | 


Tue SECRETARY or STATE For THE | 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- | 
mingham, W.): Papers relating to the 
Waste Lands Ordinances and Mr. Le, 
Mesurier’s complaints will be laid before 
the House as soon as they can be printed. 
The papers are somewhat voluminous, | 
and there may be longer delay than I had | 
contemplated, but the matter is being 
pressed forward as much as possible. 


THE TRANSVAAL—THE BLOEMFON- 
TEIN CONFERENCE 

Mr. ELLIS J. GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : | 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for | 
the Colonies whether he can state the | 
cause of the delay in the transmission of | 
Sir Alfred Milner’s memorandum on the | 
subject of the Bloemfontein Conference ; 
and, if so, whether there is reason to | 
believe that there was intentional inter- | 
ference with the prompt and _ regular | 
despatch of such memorandum: can he | 
state where the delay in the transmission 


SQ 


| 


of the message occurred ; and whether he | sidered independently of any of the proceed- 


| Colonial Office. 
| Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Sir A. 


| Milner’s memorandum was at first com- 
/municated to Reuter’s Agency, and was 
transmitted as a Press message, and 
‘not as a Government message. The 
delay in transmission was due to the 
partial interruption of the cable for 
|repairs. I have no reason to believe that 
| there was any intentional interference 
| with its despatch. The message sent 
| from the Transvaal was sent as a Govern- 
| ment message, and so obtained priority. 
On learning that Reuter’s message was 
delayed I instructed Sir A. Milner to 
have his memorandum sent as a Govern- 
ment message. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 


‘the Colonies, whether his attention has 


been called to a statement made in a 
Reuter telegram on Friday last co the 
effect that Sir Alfred Milner had acknow- 
ledged that Mr. Kruger’s request for 
arbitration by other than foreign Powers 
on all points of future difference under 
the Convention was reasonable: and, 
when the official documents which throw 
light on what took place will be pub- 
lished. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have re- 
ceived the following explanation from Sir 
Alfred Milner in regard to the statement 
to which the hon. Member’s question re- 
lates : 


“The President’s statement referred to is an 
inference from what I said which I consider 
was not justified, and which I immediately 
corrected. My position on the subject is cor- 
rectly summed up in the words of my telegram 
of the 6th instant, viz. :—‘ Arbitration had 
been mentioned during the Conference along 
with other matters, but no definite proposal on 
the subject was before his Excellency at the 
moment. On some questions Her Majesty’s 
Government. clearly could not arbitrate, 
and on no question. would they ever agree to 
arbitration ye means of a foreign Government. 
At the same time there was a class of ques- 
tion about which Her Majesty’s Government 
might agree to arbitrate if a suitable method 
could be found ; if a proposal on that subject 
was submitted at any time it could be con- 
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ings of this Conference. As already pointed 
out, His Excellency was not authorised to 
discuss this question, but any definite proposi- 
tion which His Honour might make at any 
time would be submitted to the consideration 


Questions. 


of Her Majesty’s Government. I distinctly , 


stated that arbitration was not admissible on 
all questions of difference ; and equally dis- 
tinctly that on no question would arbitration 
by a foreign Power be admitted. As regards 
the President’s position in the matter he never 
explained what he meant by arbitration, or 
made any definite proposal. On the other 
hand, I did certainly sae from the remark 
to which reference is made that he was 
repared to abandon arbitration by foreign 
owers.” 


Since the Conference President Kruger 
has submitted a proposal on the subject 
of arbitration which contemplates that 
the president of the arbitral tribunal 
should be the foreigner. The official 
documents connected with the Bloemfon- 
tein Conference will be published as soon 
as possible after they are received. 


ARMING THE BOERS IN 

Sir ALFRED HICKMAN (Wolver- 
hampton, West): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies whether he 


ALLEGED 


has any information to the effect that the | 


Transvaal Government has recently dis- 
tributed arms and ammunition among the 
Boers in Natal, and is arming our own 
subjects against this country ; and, if so, 
whether he will use his influence with the 
Natal Government to prevent this going 
on. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have re- 


‘ceived no such information. 


POLITICAL RIGHTS OF UITLANDERS. 


Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies what 
steps Her Majesty’s Government propose 


_ to take in order to put an end to the in- 


creasing danger to the public peace, and 
to the general commercial interest, caused 
by the refusal by the Boer Government of 
personal liberty and political rights to the 
Uitlanders of the Transvaal, who number 
over two-thirds of the white population. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have al- 
ready stated that Sir A. Milner has been 
instructed to have the despatch of Her 
Majesty’s Government written in reply to 
‘the petition from British subjects in the 
Transvaal communicated to the Govern- 
ment of the South African Republic, and 


{13 JUNE 1899} 
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a Blue Book containing this despatch and 

. ° r 
other papers will be laid on the Table to- 
day. Her Majesty’s Government will 
wait for the despatches from the High 
Commissioner with full reports of the 
Conference before sending further instruc- 
tions. 


Questions. 


Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies what is the shortest time within 
which a foreigner coming to this country 
can actually exercise the franchise ; and 
how this period compares with that pro- 
posed by Mr. Kruger for conferring the 
franchise on Uitlanders. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN said: A for- 
eigner coming to this country can be 
naturalised after five years’ residence in 
the United Kingdom. After naturalisa- 
tion, if otherwise qualified, he can be regis- 
tered and can exercise the franchise from 
the Ist of January after he is registered. 
If he completes the five years’ residence 
and is naturalised just before the last 
day for sending in claims for registration, 
he can actually exercise the franchise 
within five years and about five months 
after coming to this country. The period 
within which it is proposed by President - 
Kruger that a foreigner coming into the 
Transvaal may obtain the franchise ap- 
pears to be seven years, namely two 
years before naturalisation and five years 
after naturalisation. But the proposal is 
only partially retro-active and foreigners 
who have lived in the Transvaal from 


. before 1890 would still have to wait two- 


and-a-half years before obtaining the 
franchise, and foreigners whose residence . 
began in or after 1890, and who have 
resided for two years ur more, would have 
to wait five years. 


Mr. SWIFT Mac NEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Is the right hon. Gentleman 
aware that in this country a certificate 
from the Secretary of State is necessary 
for legalising naturalisation, and the Sec- 
retary of State can withhold it at his dis- 
cretion, without right of appeal, even if 
all other requirements are satisfied ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: T have 
seen a statement to that effect in the 
papers. If the hon. Gentleman wants 
accurate information, however, as to the pro- 
cess of naturalisation, he had beiter apply 
to the Home Secretary. 
2P 2 
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Mr. SWIFT Mac NEILL: I am refer- 
ring to the Statute of 1870. 


Questions. 


THE PACIFIC CABLE. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the proposals of Her 
Majesty’s Government in reference to the 
construction of the Pacific Cable have now 
been revised ; and, if so, whether he can 
give a general indication of the amended 
offer of co-operation with the Canadian 
and Australasian Governments. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The matter 
is still under discussion between Her 
Majesty’s Government and the Colonial 
Governments concerned, and I am not yet 
in a position to make a statement. 


MAURITIUS SUGAR INDUSTRY. 


*Mr. W. H. HOLLAND (York W.R., 
Rotherham) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 


State for the Colonies if he can state_ 


whether there has been any diminution in 
the acreage under sugar in the Mauritius 
during the last five years; and, if so, 
to what extent. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: It appears 
from the Blue Books for the years 1893- 
1897 (the last Blue Book we have) that 
the estimated acreage of cultivated lands 
on sugar estates in Mauritius was, in 1893, 
71,000 arpents approximately; 1894, 
114,000 ; 1895, 93,000; 1896, 52,000 ; 
1897, 79,421. An arpent is about 1,4,th 
of an acre. These figures show that there 
was a great increase in the estimated 
acreage of cultivated land between the 
years 1893 and 1894, a rapid decline 
between the years 1894 and 1896, and a 
partial recovery in the year 1897 which 
is the last year for which the figures are 
available. 


WEST AFRICAN LIQUOR TRAFFIC. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfar): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 


Colonies whether he can give to the | ct 
that as the negotiations are still imcom- 


House any information as to the results 
arrived at by the Brussels Conference on 
the West African Liquor Traffic; and 
when it is intended that the relative 
papers shall be laid before Parliament. 
Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: A Conven- 
tion was signed on the 8th June, and it 
will be communicated to the House as 
soon as possible. The papers relating to 


{COMMONS} 
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Questions. 


‘meantime, that it involves a considerable. 


| increase of the duty on imported spirits. 


TONGA. 


Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the agreement recently entered 
into practically amounts to a British Pro- 
tectorate over the Native Kingdom of 
Tonga; and whether the action of the 
captain of H.M.S. Zauranga was 
authorised by Her Majesty’s Government 
or Her Majesty’s High Commissioner for 
the Western Pacific ? 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : The 
answer to the first paragraph is in the 
negative. The action of the captain of 
the Tauranga was authorised by Her 
Majesty’s Government. 


THE ALASKAN BOUNDARY QUESTION 
Mr. HOGAN : I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 


whether Her Majesty’s Government and 
the Government of the United States have 
now arrived at an understanding on the 
Alaskan boundary question. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The answer to the 
hon. Gentleman’s question is in the 
negative. 


TURKISH LOAN, 1885. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to: 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether the Convention 
for the conversion of the residue of the 
4 per cent. Turkish Loan of 1885, which 
was signed in London 5th August, 1898, 
has yet been submitted to Parliament; 


and, if not, why not. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: I can only give a 


, reply similar to that returned to a ques- 


tion on this subject on the 20th April: 
plete no statement can be made at 
present. 


Mr. DILLON: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman say that the statement in 
The Times of August 6th, that the Con- 

‘vention was signed on the previous day,, 
is not true ? 


the matter will be laid before Parliament . 


ut an early date. I may add, in the 





No answer. 
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Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington): When 
does the right hon. Gentleman expect to 
be able to make a statement ? 


(Juestions. 


No answer. 
RUSSIA IN CHINA. 


Str ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he can inform 
the House for what cause Her Majesty’s 
Government by the recent Anglo-Russian 
agreement accepted the extension of the 
Russian sphere of interest up to the Great 
Wall of China, that is, close to Pekin. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: No question arose 
in the Anglo-Russian Agreement of 
extending.the Russian sphere of  in- 
terest, but of defining the limits within 
which Her Majesty’s Government would 
not apply for concessions or oppose them, 
if applied for by the Russian Government. 
The Great Wall of China forms a natural 
division, and is the boundary of Manchuria 
in the provinces of Mukdar. 


Str ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT : 
Am I to understand that the Russian 
sphere of interest has not been extended 
to the Great Wall of China ? 

*Mr. BRODRICK : I said the question 
of extending it did not arise in the 
Agreement. 


PROHIBITION OF RICE EXPORTS FROM 
NANKING. 


Mr. PROVAND (Glasgow, Blackfriars) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether the Viceroy 
of Nanking having recently prohibited the 
export of rice, the British Consul at 
Shanghai subsequently applied for permis- 
sion to ship some to Wei-hai-Wei for the 
use of the garrison, but was refused ; 
whether subsequently the Russian Consul 
peremptorily demanded permission to ship 
rice to Port Arthur, which demand was 
omy ; and whether the request of the 
ritish Consul was then complied with. 
*Mr. BRODRICK: We have no infor- 
mation confirmatory of the reports re- 
ferred to by the hon. Member. At the 


instance of a British firm, who complained 
of the hardship entailed by the prohibi- 
tion of the export of rice from Wuhu 
without sufficient notice, representations 
were made to the Chinese Government by 
Her Majesty’s Chargé d’Affaires, in con- 
sequence of which instructions were sent 
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to the Viceroy of Nanking to allow the 
export of all rice purchased prior to the 
date of the proclamation. 


[IRISH LIGHTS—MAIDEN ROCKS, 
LARNE. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): If 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state how many 
applications, memorials, and requests have 
been made to the Irish Lights Board 
within the past ten years regarding the 
better marking of the Maiden Rocks, 
Larne, and the lighting of the beacon at 
the westérn entrance of Castletown, Bere- 
haven; and, considering the numerous 
complaints by mariners and local bodies 
of the failure of the Irish Lights Board 
to provide proper warnings for mariners, 
both on the Maiden Rocks and the 
‘western entranee to Castletown, Bere- 
haven; whether he will order a Board of 
Trade inquiry into the complaints regard- 
ing these two places against the Irish 
Lights Board. ; 

THE’ PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuie, Croydon): I 
‘am: informed by the Commissioners of 
Irish Lights that they have received five 
applications, memorials, or requests in 
favour of the better marking of the 
Maiden Rocks. The Board understand 


- that the question has been very fully 


considered by the Commissioners and by 
the Trinity House, who are of opinion 
that the existing arrangements are ade- 
quate for the present requirements of 
navigation. This view is confirmed by 
the opinion given to the Board of Trade 
by their nautical adviser. In particular, 
the Board are advised that the establish- 
ment of a fog signal in this locality would 
be of doubtful expediency. The Board 
of Trade have also received several 
memorials with respect to the lighting of 
the beacon at the western entrance of 
Castletown, Berehaven. As explained by 
me on former occasions, it is not thought 
desirable to encourage vessels to use the 
western channel, which is narrow and 
dangerous. I have no intention of order- 
ing an inquiry into the complaints against 
the Commissioners of Irish Lights with 
respect to these two places. 


BRITISH SAILORS AT RIO DE 
JANEIRO. .- 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the 

President of the Board of ‘Trade 


- 


whether he has observed, at page 25 
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of the recently issued Consular Report | 


on Rio de Janeiro, a reference to the 
evils that befall British sailors in that 
port through the traffic in drink carried on 
by boats licensed by the municipality ; 
and whether the representations made 
with a view to the suppression of this 
traffic have been successful. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir. My atten- 
tion has been called to the passages re- 
ferred to in the question. No further 
information has yet arrived from the 
Consul. 


BUENOS AYRES CATTLE TRADE. 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
deent of the 
whether he is aware that the Hindustan, 
from Buenos Ayres to London (Deptford) 
with cattle, lost 155 bullocks out of 160, 
and 860 sheep out of 967, and that she 
was black-listed for 12 months from 23rd 
February, 1899; whether he can state 
the reason why the black-listing Order has 
been cancelled in three months; and 
what has occurred since to enable the 
steamer to again carry live stock ? 


*THe PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or AGRICULTURE (Mr. W. H. Lone, 
Liverpool, West Derby): It is the case 
that the losses of the Hindustan on a 
vovage from the Argentine, in January 
last, were as stated in the question, and 
inasmuch as we considered that the losses 
were in part attributable to the fittings of 
the vessel we issued an Order prohibiting 
the carriage of cattle by her for a period of 
12 months. We subsequently received 
assurances from the owners as to the 
future equipment of the vessel which 
justified us in withdrawing the prohibition 
Order, but the result of her voyages will 
be closely watched, and the owners have 
been warned that any recurrence of the 
losses may lead to the re-imposition of 
the Order. 


Mr. FIELD: Then the name of this 
vessel has been removed from the black 
list ? 


*Mr. W. H. LONG: Yes, because I 
have satisfied myself that the weather 
through which the vessel passed was of 
an exceptional character, and I have re- 
ceived definite assurances from the owners 
that steps will be taken to make the 
fittings more satisfactory. 


{COMMONS} 


Board of Agriculture , 


(Questions. 


NEW WINE DUTIES. 

Mr. LAMBERT (Devon, South Molton): 
I beg to ask the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer what amount of revenue he ex- 
pects to derive from the new duty of 3d. 
per gallon on wine under 30 per cent. 
proof spirit. 

*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks-BrEacn, Bristol, 
W.): About £127,000. 


THE BAWNBOY LETTER CARRIER. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster-General, whether 
he is aware that John Pinkman, a rural 


letter carrier in the Bawnboy sub-district, 


walks eight miles a day in his rounds, 
only receiving therefor the sum of 5s. 6d. 
per week ; on what scale is remuneration 


‘to these rural letter carriers fixed ; and 


will he consider the case with a view to 
improvement of salary. 

THE FINANCIALSECRETARY To THE 
TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, Preston) : 
The work of the rural postman referred 
to varies on different days of the week,, 
and it is not clear from the particulars at 


| present obtainable what average distance 


he walks daily. He receives a sum of 
5s. 3d. a-week. The remuneration to 
messengers of this class is fixed at the 
rate of 4d. per hour in country districts. 
The Postmaster-General will consider the 
case of this postman, with a view of ascer- 
taining whether any increase of his wages 
is justified. It may be found desirable to 
reduce his duties and assign some of them 


' to other persons. 


LOUGH RYNN LETTER DELIVERIES. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as: 
representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether repeated complaints have heen 
received from residents in Lough Rynn,. 
county Leitrim, as to their letters being 
seriously delayed by being sent to Lough- 
glynn, county Roscommon ; and if he can 
state what steps have been taken to 
remedy this matter. 

Mr. HANBURY: Several complaints 
have been received in regard to the mis- 
sending of letters addressed to Lough 
Rynn. Instructions have been given with 
the view of ensuring the proper treatment 
of correspondence for Lough Rynn in 
future. The full address for the place is. 
“Lough Rynn, Dromod R.S.O., co. 
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Leitrim,” and the adoption of this address | LO ; 
are not eligible to share in the Parlia- 


mentary Grant. 


on all occasions would greatly facilitate 
the work of the sorters. 


BELFAST POST OFFICE STAFF. 


Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the | 


Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster-General, whether the 
Belfast Post Office authorities have made 
the minimum pay of each class the same 
as the maximum pay of the class below ; 
and, if so, whether this arrangement has 
received his sanction ; and, if not, would 
he take steps to increase the minimum of 
the higher classes, with retrospective 
action to September last, the date of the 
last revision. 

Mr. HANBURY: Under the last re- 
vision of the indoor force at Belfast the 
minimum of each class is the same as the 
maximum pay of the class below, except 
in the case of the class of clerks where 
the minimum is overlapped to the extent 
of 17s. a year by the maximum of the 
sorting clerks and telegraphists. The 
scales of pay are those authorised by the 
Treasury for the oftices in the class into 
which Belfast falls. An officer who has 
been at the maximum of his scale for 
more than a year, on promotion enters the 
higher class at the minimum of the scale, 
plus one year’s increment. If he has 
heen at the maximum of his scale for less 
than a year he receives his first increment 
in the new class when that year has been 
completed. The Postmaster-General does 
not think it necessary to alter the scales 


as suggested. 


SCOTTISH SECONDARY AND TECH- 
NICAL SCHOOLS. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Lord Advocate 
if he could state what are the higher class 
secondary and technical schools which 
come within the scope of paragraph 3 
of the Minute of 27th April, 1899. 

*THE JUNIOR LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. ANSTRUTHER, St. Andrew’s 
Burgh) (for the Lorp ApvocaTE) : In the 


absence of my right hon. friend I am) 


asked to say that it is impossible to give 
any exhaustive definition of the schools 
which come within the scope of the 
paragraph referred to, as each case must 
be judged on its own merits. But 


generally it may be said that the schools | 
intended are those which come within the | 


terms of Section 2 (1) (b) of the Educa- 
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Questions. 


tion and Local Taxation Act, 1892, and 


KERRY COUNTY COUNCIL. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any complaints have been 
made to the Local Government Board 
that contractors to the County Council of 
Kerry and District Council of Cahirci- 
veen were members of these Boards ; 
whether contractors are disqualified by 
the Local Government Act of 1898 from 
being members of the councils to which 
they are contractors ; whether there is a 


| difference in the law in case of a real and 


nominal contractor; and, what steps 
have been taken by the Local Govern- 
ment Board to practically prevent real or 
nominal contractors from being members 
of the new Local Government bodies. 
*THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror Ik 

LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leed 
Central): The reply to the first and 
second paragraphs is in the affirmative. 
Article 12 of the Application of Enact- 
ments Order of 22nd December, 1898, 
provides that a person shall not be 
qualified to be elected, or to sit, as mem- 
ber of a county or district council who 
is concerned by himself or his partner in 
any bargain or contract entered into with 
the council, or participates by himself or 
his partner in any such contract. A per- 
son acting in contravention of the pro- 
visions of this enactment is liable to a 
penalty not exceeding £20 for each 
occasion on which he acts, and it is 


‘further provided by Section 94 of the 


Act of last year that a person who incurs 
such a penalty shall for seven years be 
disqualitied for being elected a member 
of any council. Save as to any question 
which may arise on the audit of the 
accounts, the Local Government Board 
have no jurisdiction in the matter. It is 
the duty of the parties interested, not of 
the Local Government Board, to institnte 
proceedings for breach of the provisions 
of Article 12 of the Order referred to. 


ULSTER AND CONNAUGHT NATIONAL 
SCHOOL TEACHERS. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether his attention has been called 
to resolutions of managers of national 
schools in Ulster and Connaught, whereby 
they endeavour to prevent national 
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teachers from belonging to a legal organi- 
sation and, whether, in view of the 
number of illiterates in Ireland, the 
Government intend to give the Irish 
local government bodies a share of con- 
trol over the system of national education 
and the appointment and dismissal of 
Irish national teachers. 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have re- 
ferred this question to the Commissioners 
of National Education, who have informed 


Questions. 


me they have received no communication | 
on the subject of the resolutions referred | 


to. There is no intention on the part of 
the Government of giving local authorities 
a share of control over the appointment 
and dismissal of the teachers in Irish 
National schools, but it may be remarked 
that the Irish Education Act of 1892 vests 
in the county councils the power of bring- 
ing the compulsory clauses of the Act 
into operation within the areas of the 
rural districts of their respective counties, 
which seems to be the most direct means 
of coping with illiteracy. 


INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION IN 
IRELAND. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state the terms of 
reference to the Viceregal Commission on 
Intermediate Education in Ireland ; and 
whether those terms are at variance with 
those announced in the Session of 1898. 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In answer to 
the first paragraph, I would refer the hon. 
Member to the first Report of the Commis- 
sioners appointed to inquire into the 
system of Intermediate Education in Ire- 
land. This Report was presented to 
Pariament last year. I do not know to 
what the second paragraph refers. 

LONGFORD COUNTY COUNCIL 
COLLECTOR. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland will he explain why 
the Local Government Board have written 
to the Longford County Council that, 
unless they appoint one Jones to be a 
collector (he being an existing officer), 
any other person appointed by the 


council will have no power to collect 
rates, and any remuneration to him will 
be surcharged ; whether he is aware that 
it is competent to the Council to retire 
Jones, according to the compensation 
scale laid down in the seventh schedule | 
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of the Act; and whether he will lay the 
whole correspondence upon the Table of 
the House. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The secretary 
to the County Council, in a letter to the 
Local Government Board, asked what 
would be the result should the Council 
| decline to appoint Mr. W. Jones (an 
| existing officer willing to serve), and if 
| they were to fill the vacancy by appoint- 
|ing an outsider. It was in reply to this 
inquiry that the Board stated that— 


Questions. 





| ‘If the council appoint a person as collector 


| contrary to the provisions of Section 115, Sub- 
section 10 of the Local Government Act, 1898, 
the appointment would be invalid, and the 
person appointed would have no legal authority 
-to collect the rates, and any payments made 
to him would be surcharged.” 


This enactment provides that the scheme 


of a county council for the collection of 


the poor-rate 

“shall not authorise the employment of 
officers not transferred to, or previously em- 
ployed by, the council if sufficient existing 
officers have expressed their willingness to 
serve, 

and is not over-ridden by the 12th sub- 
section, which regulates the compensa- 
tion to the existing officers who cannot 
be provided for in the schemes. The 
correspondence is not of sufficient impor- 
tance to lay on the Table of the House, 
but I will be happy to supply the hon. 
Member with a copy of it, should he so 
desire. 
LONGFORD AND THE AGRICULTUL- 
TURAL GRANT. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg toask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland on what basis the allotment of the 
County Longford portion of the Agricul- 
tural Grant was fixed; what excluded 
charges (if any) were taken into account 
in fixing the amount for the half-year at 
£4,905 5s. ; will he explain why it is that, 
although the figures on which this caleu- 
lation was based have been asked for by 
the County Council, no reply has been 
vouchsafed ; and will he see that the 
Local Government Board supply full in- 
formation as desired. 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The basis on 
which the Agricultural Grant to Long- 
ford, as to other counties, was fixed, 1s 
defined in Sections 48, 49, 56 and 57 of the 
Act of last year. The excluded charges 
in the case ef Longford consist of charges 
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for malicious injuries, relief of distress, 
and special sanitary rates. They affected 
the Grant to the extent of about £90. 
The information asked for by the County 
Council was not given by the Local 
Government Board, but I propose, as 
already stated, to lay on the Table of the 
House a general Memorandum explaining 
the methods adopted in order to arrive at 
the basis on which the amounts of the 
Grant have been calculated. 


Questions, 


QUEEN’S ISLAND WORKMEN, 
BELFAST. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
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*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I amafraidI 


cannot undertake to place policemen in- 
side every factory in Belfast. 


Questions. 


Mr. DILLON: I am only speaking of 
the place where this man was thrown into 
thé water. 


WESTPORT COMMISSIONERS, 
Dr. ROBERT AMBROSE (Mayo, W.) 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware 
that the Westport Commissioners have 
petitioned the Local Government Board 


'to constitute them an urban sanitary 


authority ; and whether the Local Gov- 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is aware | 
that, on Friday last, in the Queen’s | 


Island, Belfast, a Roman Catholic work- 
man was set on by a couple of hundred 


Protestant workmen and beaten severely ; | : : A 2 
“.. | who have given instructions for the hold- 


that the crowd dragged the Catholic to 
the water’s edge, and, when he seized hold 


of a lamp with both hands to save him- | i 


self from being thrown into the dock, he 
was kicked by several men on the abdo- 
men and on the hands to make him relax 
his hold, and then thrown into the water, 
where he would have been drowned had 
he not been rescued by some men who 
were bathing ; and, what steps the Go- 
vernment propose to take to puta stop 
to this state of things. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : 
in the first paragraph do not appear to be 
quite accurate. The man in question 
was a Protestant, although probably he 
was mistaken for a Roman Catholic, and 
his assailants were about twelve in num- 
ber, who beat him with their fists, 
knocked him down, and_ kicked him, and 
finally threw him into the water. There 
has been, I regret to say, several other 
cases of gross and unprovoked assaults 
of a similar character in Belfast. In all 
ot these cases the men assaulted are 
either ignorant of the names of their 


assailants or are unwilling to disclose | 
them, but instructions have been given to | 


the police to spare no pains in tracing 
the guilty parties and making them 
amenable. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the right hon. 
Gentleman station police inside these | 
works, in order to prevent such abomi- | 
nable brutality, if the owners will not | 
give assurances that it shall be stopped ? 


The details | 





will such money in future be paid to the 


ernment Board have come to any decision 
in the matter. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A petition 
of the nature referred to has been re- 
ceived by the Local Government Board, 


ing of a local inquiry into the matter, 
pending which no decision will be come 


DUBLIN POLICE CLOTHING. 


Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.) I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether, seeing 


that the members of the Dublin Metro- 
politan Police are compelled to wear in 
summer the same heavy tunics and 
helmets that they wear in winter, arrange- 
ments can be made to extend to Dublin 
the rule which operates in London, per- 
mitting the use of a lighter police uniform 
in the summer months. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The question 
of lighter summer clothing for the Dublin 
Metropolitan Police has already engaged 
attention. It appears, however, that 
nothing can be done in’ the matter until 
the termination, in December next, of 
the existing clothing contracts. The 
matter will then be further considered by 


‘the Chief Commissioner of Police. 


DOMINICK O'DONNELL, OF 
GLENGAD. 


Mr. CRILLY: I beg to ask the Chief 


‘Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


Ireland, is he aware that Dominick 
O’Donnell, a landowner, is at present an 
inmate of the Belmullet Union; and, 
whether he is receiving any money from 
the Court of Chancery or from the re- 
ceiver on his property at Glengad ; if so 
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local authorities for his maintenance in 
the said Union. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Mr. Dominick 
O'Donnell has been an inmate of the 
Belmullet Union Workhouse, but he is 
not there at present. He receives no 
allowance from the estate, it being 
wholly insolvent, though he occasionally 
receives small sums for expenses when 
giving assistance to the Court in the 
management of the property. 


EXTRA POLICE AT BELMULLET. 


Mr. CRILLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he has received a resolution from 
the Belmullet Rural District Council pro- 
testing against the extra police force now 
stationed at Elly Bay Coastguard Station, 
Belmullet, and calling for their removal ; 
and whether this request can be complied 
with; and, if not, can the reasons be 
stated why this extra police was estab- 


lished at Elly Bay. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The resolu- 


tion referred to in the first paragraph has 
been received. The Council have been 
informed that it is not proposed, at pre- 
sent, to withdraw the force stationed at 
this place. The police there form portion 
of the ordinary police establishment of the 
county, and no expense is entailed to the 
district by their employment. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT IN WEST 


CAVAN. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that great 


dissatisfaction exists in portions of West | 
action of the Local Govern- | 


Cavan at the 
ment Board in refusing to transfer the five 
divisions of Mulnalaghta, Scrabby, Lough- 
dawn, Kilcogy, and Drumlummon from 
the Granard to the Cavan Union ; whether 
several numerously signed petitions have 
been received by the Local Government 


Board asking them to assent to the change; | 


whether he is aware that the County 
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| first paragraph. The Board have in- 
preneag the applicants that they should 

bring the matter before the County 
| Councils of Cavan and Longford, with a 
| view to the making of a representation 
under Article 25, ‘Paragraphs (1) (e) of 
the Application of Enactments Order of 
22nd December last. Such a representa- 
tion has been made by the Cavan County 
Council, and as it is believed the Longford 
County ‘Council will also pass a resolution 
on the subject, the Board will defer, for 
the present, the consideration of the 
further action to be taken in the matter. 


Questions. 


ASYLUM BOARD 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that at its 
first meeting the Longford County Council 
passed a resolution protesting against the 
number of members allotted to county 
Longford upon the Joint Committee of 
the Mullingar Asylum Board ; can he say 
whether the resolution which was _for- 
warded to the Lord Lieutenant has been 
received ; and, if so, why no reply has 
been given to it ; and whether it will be 
considered with a view to increasing the 


MULLINGAR JOINT 


number of members from five to seven 
members. 
Mr. G. 3ALFOUR: The resolu- 


tion referred to in the first paragraph was 
received on the 26th April, and on the 
28th April a reply was sent to the secre- 
tary to the County Council. The reply 
pointed out that the Lord Lieutenant, 
having decided that the Joint Committee 
of Man: ugement of the Asylum shall con- 
sist of 21 members to be appointed by 
the Councils of the counties of Longford, 
Meath and Westmeath, the proportion of 
the committee to be appointed by these 
counties had been calculated in accordance 
with the provisions of Section 9, sub- 
Section 7, of the Local Government Act 
of last year—namely, according to the 
average number of patients for ‘the three 
years ended the 31st March, 1899, from 
the three mentioned counties, respectively. 


Council of Cavan has passed a resolution | 


in its favour ; and whether, in face of all 


this local feeling, the Local Government | 


Board still persist in their refusal. 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
munications and petitions have been re- 


ceived by the Local Government Board in 
favour of the ch: ange suggested in the 


Several com- | 


| ANNALY ESTATE COUNTY 
LONGFORD. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland can he now state what pro- 
| gress has been made in the matter of the 
| purchase of the Annaly, county Longford, 
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Estate ; how many of the tenants have 
purchased their holdings ; and when may 
these tenants hope to have the vesting 
orders issued. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Applications 
for advances were received from 157 
tenants to enable them to purchase their | 
holdings on this estate. In 150 of these | 
cases the advances were made in July of 
last year, and in the remaining seven cases 
the advances were made in January and | 
February of this year. The Vesting | 
Orders have long since been executed in | 
all cases. 


ROSCOMMON AND THE AGRICUL- 
TURAL GRANT. 


Mr. TULLY: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he can state in detail 
the several amounts deducted from the 
Agricultural Grant as excluded charges in 
the county Roscommon, under the heading 
of Public Health Act charges, railway 
charges, Suck drainage charges, relief of | 
distress charges, malictous injury charges, 
and navigation charges ; whether he can 
give the same details as regards the 
county Leitrim; and whether, in the 
case of the county Roscommon, allowance | 
was made for the fact that in the 
standard year a sum of £614 for bank 
interest, and of £604 for dog tax, was 
placed to the credit of the rates. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I can forward 
to the hon. Member, if he desires it, the 
amounts taken as raised for excluded 
charges in the Counties of Leitrim and 
Roscommon in the standard year, but it 
would be impossible without elaborate 
calculations to state the amount of 
deduction from the Agricultural Grant : 
in respect of each of these charges. The | 
caleulations by which the amount of the , 
Grant has been arrived at are very com- | 
plicated and numerous, and I cannot | 
undertake to go into details in each case. | 


{13 JUNE 1899} 
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appear from the accounts that any in- 
terest was allowed to the county by their 


Government Bill. 


| Treasurer. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he purposes 
before Tuesday, 20th June, to take ‘Tues- 
days; and, if so, whether the promised 
Bills relating to the amendment of the 
law on factories and regarding the 
taxation of clerical incomes will be intro- 


‘duced, and either printed or explained 


to the House before any such Motion 


‘for taking time for Government business. 


is made. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, 
E.). As I have already stated, I shall have 
on Monday to ask the House to give 
further facilities for Government business, 
and the right hon. Baronet will see that 
the details of the Bills he has mentioned, 
or any other Bills, have hardly any 
bearing on the request I shall have to 
make. 


NEW WRIT. 

For the Burgh of Edinburgh (Kast 
Division)—in the room of Robert Wal- 
lace, esquire, deceased.—(J/r. Herbert 
Gladstone. ) 


LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question 


posed— 


pro- 


“ That the Bill be now read a third time.” 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham City): I beg to 


In calculating the amount to be deemed move the Amendment standing in my 
as having been raised as county cess | name, which is to re-commit the Bill in 
during the standard year the Local | respect of Clause 2, and the main object 
Government Board made use of the | for my doing so is that I feel most strongly 


audited abstracts of the county accounts, | 
and all receipts, apart from county cess, 


upon this matter. 
induced me to bring the additional trouble. 


Nothing would have. 


were duly credited in determining the | upon my right hon. friend the Leader of 


amount. 


The entry for dog tax in the | the House which this re-committal must. 


accounts was £447, not £604, and allow- | entail were it not that, after all, we are. 


ance was made for the former amount concerned in 
It does not | portance, and had it not been that the. 


when caleulating the Grant. 





matter of extreme im- 
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right hon. Gentleman showed us himself | councils, and although I do not want to 
that he left to the House absolute liberty | trespass upon your ruling one iota, I do 


to deal with this matter. 
only one or two stages to the House to 
decide, but the whole of the stages which 
it is competent for this House to consider. 
A word or two will be sufficient to bring 
to the recollection of the House the posi- 
tion in which we stood a few weeks ago. 


| 


After having been told that the matter | 


would come on on the Report stage in such 
a way that it could be dealt with, the 
fact remains that it was unexpectedly 
brought forward, and we were taken by 
surprise ; no means were taken to get 
Members to the House—I blame no one, 
but merely state the facts—and we did 
not get, I submit, the real opinion of the 
House. I feel it is only right to appeal to 
a larger House, which will better reflect 
the true opinion of this House than the 
Division which took us by surprise a few 
nights ago. I am not a London Member, 
and those with whom I have spoken are 
not London Members. It is as a provin- 
cial Member that I venture to urge upon 





this House that the clause should be re- | 


committed, in order to consider this 
principle which has been so recklessly 
accepted—a principle which will be 
applied to town councils and county coun- 
cils throughout the length and breadth of 
England. Before going into the merits, I 
might just say that I am not one of those 
who attack the other sex on the ground 
that they are inferior to us. I number 
amongst my friends and acquaintances 
many women of ability and capacity, 
whose qualities would do credit to many 
of my male friends 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The 
hon. Member will not be in order in dis- 
cussing the whole question of the right of 
women to sit upon the council. The motion 
is that the Bill be re-committed in respect 
to a particular clause. If the Bill be re- 
eommitted then will be the time to discuss 
the whole question. The hon. Member 
can only argue now that another opportu- 


nity ought to be given to the House to | 


consider the subject. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I do not, of course, Sir, 


venture to dispute any ruling that you | 
may lay down, but my contention is that | ‘ 
|For many years, ever since I have had 


the principle introduced into Clause 2 


He left not | hope you will permit me to reason that if 


Clause 2 is accepted the municipalities 


throughout England will be greatly 
| affected. I should have thought I might 


take that line. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
follows what I said; he cannot discuss 
the question on its merits until he has 
succeeded in carrying the Motion. 


Mr. ELLIOT: I feel that I am placed 
in a very embarrassing position, because 
I have taken some little trouble in this 
matter, and I feel now that I cannot say 
what I should like to say upon this 
occasion. I certainly did imagine that 
this would be an occasion when a general 
discussion would be taken; but if, as I 
understand, a general discussion may not 
be taken now, I must reserve what I 
have to say until we get into Committee, 
and simply move— 


** That this Bill be re-committed in respect 
of Clause 2a.” 


Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 
mont): After the ruling laid down by 
you, Sir, I shall also be relieved of the 
trouble that I have taken, and will simply 
second the Motion, and make any other 
remarks which I may have to make at 
another time. 


Amendment proposed— 


““To leave out the words ‘now read the 
third time,’ in order to add the words ‘re- 
committed in respect of Clause 2” — (Jr. 
Elliot).—instead thereof.” 


Question proposed— 


‘That the words ‘now read the third time’ 
stand part of the Question.’ 


*THE CHANCELLOR or tue EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks-Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): I wish to intervene for a very few 


| minutes to express my views on the 


Motion which my hon. friend has sub- 
mitted for the consideration of the House. 


extends far beyond the London boroughs. | the honour of being a Member of this 


It extends to town councils and county | House, I have done the best in my power 
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to oppose the grant of what are, in 
my opinion, erroneously called “ women’s 
rights.” I have voted against the pro- 
posal with regard to the Parliamentary 
franchise, I have voted in the measure 


now before the House three times 
against women being councillors or 


aldermen : therefore I think my friend 
will see that my opinion on the merits of 
the question which he desires to discuss 
are entirely in accordance with his own. 
I do not attach the importance to this 
particular matter which my hon. friend 
does. I do not at all anticipate that if 
women are admitted to be aldermen and 
county councillors in London, that the 
whole system of county councils and 
borough councils in the United Kingdom 
will be affected. However that may be, the 
question immediately before us is whether 
the Bill should be re-committed. I will 
submit to my hon. friend some considera- 
tions which may induce him not to press 
the Motion. We have already had 
opportunities on three occasions of ex- 


pressing our opinions by speech and vote | 


upon this matter in the course of the 
progress of the Bill through the House ; 
and I cannot help feeling that anyone 
who is so well informed as my hon. friend 
on the practice of the House may feel 
that there are not a few Members 
who, though generally somewhat in- 
different to the merits of the question, 


{13 JunE 1899} 


would be very much disposed to oppose | 


the re-committal of the Bill now it has 
reached its present stage. It is an abso- 
lutely unusual course for a Motion to be 


made for the re-committal of a Bill except | 


hy someone who is opposed to the 
measure ; and when the measure is one 
which contains so many important pro- 
visions relating to perfectly different sub- 


! the Government. 





Government Bill. 1082. 


I would strongly urge him, from that 
point of view, not to press the matter 
further, but to let the Bill now proceed 
to its Third Reading. The measure will 
then go to another place, and we may 
again have cause to thank God that we 
have a House of Lords. 


KARL PERCY (Kensington, 8.): I am 
not in a position to-night to detain the 
House by recapitulating the arguments 
which I have already urged at a previous 
stage of the Bill, but I feel I must say 
one or words in support of the 
motion of my hon. friend, in spite of the 
words which have fallen from the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. Sir, we all recognise the 
very friendly treatment which the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has given to this 
question ; but I must confess, although he 
is a far better judge of expediency than I 
am, that I do not quite understand one 
of his arguments, which was, as I take it, 


two 


that we re-commit this Bill it will be 
open to discussion on every other im- 
portait question which the Bill contains} 


Surely this question of the eligibility of 
women to sit on the councils can take 
place within the space of an hour. I am 
bound to say, considering the importance 
which many London Members attach to 
this point, that that is not a very large 
extension of Parliamentary time to ask of 
I know very well that 


it ix » strong order to ask the Govern- 
/ment tore-commit a Bill, and it can only 


jects, and has been so amply discussed as | 
this Bill has been, I think there is addi- | 


tional ground against making what is | 


a most inconvenient precedent by carry- 
ing a motion for the re-committal of 
the Bill. My 
to get on this ground a very much 
worse division than he might on the 
merits of the question. I feel very 
strongly that there is considerable ob- 
jection, as I have said, for the reasons 
I have given, to the re-committal of the 
Bill. I am confident that that view is 
shared by many hon. Members on this 
side who would be ready enough, as I 
should be, if the issue could be fairly 


hon. friend is likely | 


be justitied on two grounds—in the first 


place, that the point which we have 
to rve-discuss is of sufficient importance, 
or, in the second place, that it 
did not receive fair and adequate 


/ treatment either in the Committee or on 


| 
| 


| 


raised, to vote with my hon. friend; and the inclusion of women will go very far 


eport. Now, Sir, at the present stage, I 
only desire to say that some—in fact, the 
majority of -- London Members are against 
the inclusion of women, so far as the 
opinion of London Members has been 
sxpressed in Committee, and that an 
overwhelming majority of Members think 
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to stultify the legislation of the present 
Bill. The only real objection which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has urged 
against the re-committal of the Bill is 
that it will be reconsidered in another 
place. Now, Sir, if I could be perfectly 
certain that the image of the lady alder- 
men would cross the mind of every one 
of the noble Lords in another place, then 
I might be able to rely upon the House 
of Lords to save us from the results of 
the discussion in Committee and the Re- 
port stage. But the manner in which the 
subject has been treated is so inadequate 
that I hope the House will be willing to 
give us another chance of discussing it. 
We have had several Divisions on the 
representation of women on these coun- 
cils. We had, first, the Division which 
resulted in favour of the admission of 
women, which was taken in a thin House 
during the dinner hour, when almost 
every London Member was away. The 
second and third Divisions, which were 
‘unfavourable to the admission of women, 
were taken in a fuller House, when all 
‘the Members had returned. The result 
of those Divisions was summed up by the 
First Lord of the Treasury, when he said 
that the House of Commons had com- 
mitted itself to an impossible and 
ridiculous position, and therefore must 
reserve the whole question for further 
consideration on the Report stage. Well, 
Sir, the Report stage was taken last 
Tuesday, and under conditions that en- 
‘tirely vitiate the conclusions at which the 
House of Commons arrived. The Lon- 
don Government Bill was put in the 
second place on the Paper, after the 
Finance Bill ; and so unlikely did it appear 
that the discussion on the London Go- 
vernment Bill would be concluded before 
‘the close of Tuesday’s debate that the 
First Lord of the Treasury expressly re- 
served Thursday for its consideration. 
Well, the Finance Bill, as it turned out, 
was completed at an early hour, and the 
-question was raised for final decision at a 
time when most Members were taking 


Earl Percy. 


{COMMONS} 
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tea on the Terrace. I do not wish for a 
moment to accuse any Member of the 
Government of any complicity in this 
matter. On the contrary, we recognise, 
as the Chancellor of the Exchequer has 
said, that no one could have regretted the 
result of the Division more than he did, 
and I can imagine that in his own mind 
he saw battalions 
through the breaches of his own Finance 
Bill. I do, however, think that the 
Government must accept responsibility for 
the totally unrepresentative character of 
the Division ; and although I am perfectly 
willing to take the responsibility which 
attaches to me or to any other London 
Member for any lack of foresight on our 


of women rushing 


part, at any rate against that has to be 
set the somewhat slipshod procedure on 
the part of the Government. I do not 
really believe that the decision arrived at is 
of much value on the general aspect of 
female suffrage. I have never argued the 
question from that point of view. But it 
is a question directly affecting London, and 
London alone, and it is a question which 
has been decided directly contrary to the 
opinions of the right hon. gentlemen who 
sit on the front Opposition bench, and 
directly contrary to the opinions of the 
vast majority of London Members. It has 
also been decided in a sense particularly 
opposite to the opinion of the London 
vestries themselves. Under these cir- 
cumstances, if the motion is pressed to a 
Division, I shall certainly feel it my duty 
to support my hon. friend. 


Sirk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): In the few words that 
I shall address to the House I shall con- 
fine myself entirely to the question before 
us. This is not an occasion on which to 
discuss the details of the London Govern- 
ment Bill, or the advantages or disadvan- 
tages of women sitting upon the councils. 
The question is whether it is a proper pro- 
cedure to recommit the Bill on the grounds 
which have been advanced in support of 
it. Now, Sir, I venture to think that tha 
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is a Motion which is absolutely incapable 
of being supported by anyone who has re- 
gard to the practices and rules of the 
House. A Bill on the stage of the Third 
Reading has to be re-committed for some 
definite reason justifying that step being 
taken by the House, and that definite 
reason must surely be that some fault, 
some hiatus, some mistake, has been dis- 
covered which has to be amended _ before 
we proceed to the final stage. It is found, 


perhaps, that by accident one clause | 
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Government Bill. 1086 
| bers gave a vote out of a total of 670, 
| Therefore, I consider we are entitled to 
ask that the Bill should be recommitted. 
The opinion of the House on the question of 
whether women should be included on the 
| new councils was taken on four occasions, 
'and on two of those occasions the House 
decided that they should not be coun- 
cillors and aldermen—{cries of “ Divide].” 
'Hon. Members are in a hurry to have 
their dinner. They shall go to dinner in 
due course. I sincerely hope the House 


is inconsistent with another, or that some- | of Lords will give us the opportunity of 


thing has been done which it is desirable 
toamend. Now we are asked to re-com- 
mit a Bill for the simple purpose of re- | 
versing a decision which has been taken 
upon one point of the Bill. I venture to 
say that that is an entirely novel and almost | 
unprecedented proposal. The noble Lord 
whohas just sat down endeavoured tomake 
out that the decision was arrived at in an 
imperfect way, and under circumstances 
which invalidated its effect. We have 
been told that hon. Members were at tea | 
onthe Terrace. We cannot help that. | 
But I have seldom seen an occasion in | 
which a decision was come to by the | 
House in a more formal or deliberate | 
manner. I confess I am not deeply in- | 
terested in the question one way or the | 
other, but I protest against the power of | 
recommitting a Bill being used for the 
pure and sole and simple purpose of re- 
versing a decision at which the House has | 
already deliberately arrived. 


} 


} 
Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, E.) | 
I venture to say that the majority of the | 
people of London have shown themselves | 
opposed to women councillors. We have | 
had a debate on justice to Ireland. Why | 
should we not have justice to London ? 
Justice is a word which is sometimes | 
abused. We have been told that we | 
ought to thank God that we have 
a House of Lords. I, for one, do 
thank God that we have a House of Lords. | 
Take, for example, this question. It was 
decided on a snatch vote of the House of 
‘Commons, in which only 360 hon. Mem- 





i fectly well what that means. 


| again considering the question. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
As one of those who are opposed to 


'women having this right, I do not intend, 


for technical reasons, to divide the House, 
and I do not see much use in further dis- 
cussing the matter. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has adumbrated the idea 
that possibly we may have an opportunity 
later on. Well, Sir, I understand per- 
I do not 


| go so far as the Chancellor of the Exche- 


quer, and say “Thank God we have a 
House of Lords.” In fact, I entertain 
rather the reverse view on that subject. 
But under all the circumstances I think 
it would be better to leave the Lords 
and ladies to fight the matter out. 


Mr. ELLIOT: After what the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer has said, it is 
quite clear that my object would be en- 


itirely defeated by going on with my 
| Amendment. 


I look forward, with my 
right hon. friend, to a near and happy 
future, and beg now to be allowed to with- 
draw my Amendment. 


(Question put, and agreed to. 
Main question put, and agreed to, 


Bill accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 


FINANCE BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. 
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PLUMBERS’ REGISTRATION. | masters of these apprentices, who are 


: ‘ewnutT re /< p +, | thus not able to learn their work proper- 
Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W-) |ly. It seems to me that if anyone fails 


-veFagie "nll pope ‘the Solveig | in the ordinary occupations of life he 
| thinks himself able to turn his hand to 

“To call attention to the registration of | the plumbing trade. The consequence of 
plumbers ; and to move, that it is desirable | that has been thet there has been an im- 
that the Government should introduce legisla- | mense amount of scamped work intro- 
tion dealing with the subject, and create a) duced into plumbing throughout the whole 
een a a Se 'country. We had evidence of that before 
nf |a Select Committee. For instance, we 

| had the evidence of Mr. G. Davies, a 

| foreman plumber, and Mr. G. Jennings, a 

a ; ;member of the Institute of Mechanical 
interest for a considerable number of | Engineers, who gave before that Com- 
years—namely, the subject of the regis- | mittee illustrations of scamped work—— 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


said: I wish to address the House upon 
a subject in which I have taken great 


tration of plumbers. It is a subject 
which I think is of great public interest. 
In the first place, I should say that for 
many years past there has been a con- 
stant movement of apprentices from shops 
to shops, and consequently there has been The House was adjourned at Eight 
less supervision on the part of the | of the clock till To-morrow. 


| 


Notice taken that 40 Members were 
not present ; House counted and 40 Mem- 
bers not being present— 
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Private Bill Business. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 14th June 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
ILFORD GAS BILL. 
Lords’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
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FRIENDS’ PROVIDENT INSTITUTION 
BILL. [{Lords. ] 


LOWESTOFT PROMENADE PIER BILL. 
MID-KENT GAS. [Lords.] 
SKIPTON URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. 
[Lords. ] 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


COBHAM GAS BILL. [Lords.] 


GROSVENOR CHAPEL (LONDON) BILL. 
[{ Lords. ] 


MOSS SIDE URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(TRAMWAYS) BILL. [Lords.] 


STRETFORD URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL. [Lords.] 


WESTON - SUPER-MARE, CLEVEDON, 
AND PORTISHEAD TRAMWAYS COM- 
PANY (LIGHT RAILWAY EXTEN- 
SIONS) BILL. [Lords. ] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


WHITEHAVEN CORPORATION BILL. 


[Lords. } 
WITHINGTON URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL. [Lords. ] 
Read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B.) 
Sir JOHN BRUNNER reported from 
the Committee on Group B of Private Bills, 
that the parties promoting the Leicester 


Corporation Water Bill had stated that 


the evidence of William Jaffray, surveyor, 
&e., Matlock Bath, was essential to their 
case ; and it having been proved that his 
attendance could not be procured without | 
the intervention of the House, he had been 
instructed to move that the said William 
Jaffray do attend the said Committee 
this day. 

Ordered, that William Jaffray do at-| 
tend the Committee on Group B of Private 
Bills this day. 


VOL. LXXII. 


[FourtH SERIEs.] 
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Petitions. 
PETITIONS. 


GROUND VALUES (TAXATION) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 


| to lie upon the Table. 


INEBRIATES ACT, 1898. 
Petition from Rochdale, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petitions in favour—From Ardrossan ; 
——and, Cathcart ; to lie upon the Table. 
PARISH COUNCILS ASSOCIATION 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour—From Liverpool ; 
—Brettenham ;-—Penrith (three) ;— Car- 
lisle ; — Talkin ;—— Kirkoswald ; — Meal 
Bank ;—Siddick ;—Skirwith ;—Blencarn ; 
—Whitehaven (eight) ; — Yosthwaite ;— 
Wetherall ;— Walton ;— Parton (two) ;— 
Moor Row ;—Crosby ;—Ivegill ;—Hutton 
End ;—Kirkbride ;—Dearham ;—Flimby ; 
—Stainton ;—Renwick ;— Newbiggin ;— 
Ainstable ;—Gilsland ;—Ormathwaite ; — 
Low Seaton ;— Workington (two) ;— 
Distington ;— St. Bees ;— Calthwaite ;— 
Blencowe ; — Plumpton ; — Wigton ; — 
Cleator ; — Great Broughton ;— Carlisle ; 
—Great Salkeld ;— Applethwaite ;—Por- 
tinscales ;—Gamblesby ;—Blyth ;— Lang- 
wathby — Lazenby ;— Allonby ; — May- 
brary ;— Mealsgate ;— Haverigg ; — Mil- 
lom ;—Thelkeld ;— Brigham ;— and, Linr- 
coln ; to lie upon the Table. 
SHOPS (EARLY CLOSING) BILL. 
Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SMALL HOUSES (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the Society of Solicitors of 


Elginshire, in favour; to lie upon the 
Table. 


2Q 


LIQUORS 
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TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; | (No. 11) Bill ; ‘ 
to lie upon the Table. | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
a | (No. 12) Bill; 
TROUT FISHING ANNUAL CLOSE}! : ‘eee ga tL 
TIME (SCOTLAND) BILL. | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
Petition from Motherwell, in favour ; (No. 13) Bill ; 
to lie upon the Table. | Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 14) Bill; 
WORKMEN'S HOUSES TENURE BILL. Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
Petition from Motherwell, in favour; (No. 15) Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 


to lie upon the Table. , : 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
221.] 
RETURNS, REPORTS, €e. er 
LINCOLNSHIRE CORONERS BILL. 

{ Lords. ] 
CHARITY COMMISSION (WELSH IN- Read the first time; to be read a 

PERMEDIATE oan. CATION ACT, | second time upon Monday next, and to be 

as printed. [ Bill 234. 

Copy presented—of Report of the E 
Charity Commissioners of their Proceed- ties ease di 
ings under The Welsh Intermediate = EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 
— = _ [by Command]; to’ Qpder for Third Reading read. 
ie upon the Table. 





Motion made and Question proposed— 


NORTH SEA FISHERMEN. “ That the Bill be now read the third time.” 
Return presented — relative thereto —(Mr. Robson.) 
{ordered 23rd February]; Mr. Herbert 
Roberton ; to lie upon the Table, and to | Mr. SETON-KARR (Lancashire, St. 


he printed. [No. 219.] Helens) : I desire to offer a few observa- 
tions on this Bill. In the first place, may 
RAILWAYS. I call attention to the somewhat unusual 


method adopted in carrying this Bill 
through the House, and to the somewhat 
indecent haste [Cries of “Oh, oh !”}, 
Well, I think it is indecent haste. We 


Copy presented,—of Report by the 
Board .of Trade on Applications made 
during the year 1898 under the Railway 
Companies’ Powers Act, 1864, and of the : ; 
Proceedings of the Board of Trade with only had one day to discuss the Second 
respect thereto [by Act]; to lie upon the Reading, and one day for the Committee, 
Tale, and to be printed. [No. 220.] while there was no opportunity for dis- 

cussion on the Report stage. With all 
MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (NEW due deference to the hon. Member in 
CHARTERS) (SMETHWICK). charge of the Bill, I say it was not show- 

Copy presented,—of Charter of Incor- ing due respect to the House to take the 
poration of the Borough of Smethwick, Report stage after midnight, and now we 
dated 12th June, 1899 [hy Act]; to lie are asked to finally pass the Bill without 
‘ seeing in print the important alterations 
which have been made in it. The mea- 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL sure is described by the promoters as 

ORDERS. a “Bill for the better education of 

Copy ordered, ‘“ of Memorandum children.” I yield to no man in my 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- desire for further legislation calculated to 
tained in the Provisional Orders included | improve the education of our children in 
in the— our national elementary schools in order 

: ; Pakack ap to better fit them for the battle of life. 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders pByt will this Bill beneficially affect our 
(No. 9) Bill ; children ? I submit that it will not. Its 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders | scope is exceedingly small; it will only 
(No. 10) Bill; | affect, I believe, something like 2 per 





upon the Table. 
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cent. of the children in our elementary | the proper time for them to acquire the 
schools. It does not touch the real evil | necessary standard of elementary educa- 
which is inherent in our system of | tion, yet this Bill does not prevent them 
national education. It rather does some-| being engaged in labour which will in- 
thing to perpetuate it, for it may have | terfere with that education. It has never 
the effect of compelling poor parents of | been proved that after attaining 11 years 
half-timers to send their children to some | the work done by the half-timers affects 
less healthy and more arduous occupation. | their health. On the contrary, it does 
What was it one of our leading London | prepare them for their life in the future. 
papers, Zhe Morning Post, said on this | It is frequently said that children who 
subject the other day ¢ Iwillread it: | leave school at 12 years of age quickly 

“ More than a year ago the House of Com- forget Overy thing they have learned. But 
mons called for’a return of children who, 38 that their fault? Is it not rather the 
while attending public elementary schools in | fault of the system 4 This Bill begins 
England and Wales, are also engaged in labour. | at the wrong end ; it should protect the 
The belated report of the Education Depart- | very young children, and not interfere 


ment on the subject has just been published. | |. ° é phe 
The returns are avowedly incomplete ; they With the half-timers. Has it been found 


are fragmentary, and in some degree misleading that University education helps our 
in the direction of optimism, and yet it must young men who are seeking a livelihood 
be said that they reveal such a scandalous at Klondyke or in the Australian wilds ? 


condition of affairs as should not be allowed to . : ; 
° -lear oO 4CeSSE y « 
exist for another year. Almost a hundred and Book-learning does not necessarily fit a 


fifty thousand children are confessed to be at child for the battle of life, while it Is 
work, earning wages, while putting in their possible to inflict serious injury on a child 
full time at school. e e ‘ One child works by preventing it learning in time the 


from five to eight in the morning, and then 2 Se “p r A 
after school well into the evening ; and another practical business of life. W hat is the 
begins work at three in the morning, and is | VleW of the glass-blowers on this ques- 
frequently working till nine at night. A child | tion ? At their instigation I opposed a 
of nf ee a — pone of eye ape oc clause in the Factory and Workshops Bill 
© ~ P; yes a1 c — . . . 
ina Northumberland quarry ; and one of eight | of 1895 which affected them. In a peti- 
in Yorkshire spends some time in brick-making, ~. "taggin aches 
andsoon. The details are sickening.” tion on the subject they say : 


I endorse the observation that the — ‘We find it quite impossible to get all our 
: 3 E : ‘]] boys 14 years of age or over, as there are about 
ails are sickening. And ye s ‘ Ss Jy 
_ ure sonia - l or ~ rom 1,500 or 1,600 boys employed in the glass trade 
does not touch that great evil. It has of g¢. Helens who all have to work night-work 
absolutely nothing whatever to do with | in different turns or shifts. Thus it is quite 
it. Why did not the hon. Member in charge | necessary for us to catch them at 13, directly 
of it take advantage of the opportunity they have passed their standards and left the 
i tn tener ciation?  Winedal school, as it is much easier to train them to the 
to touch the larger question * Y 1a" work than if they have to wait a year, and in 
he merely deal with half-timers over eleven, that time they either get into ‘some other 
when he might have dealt with the labour | industry or are inclined to become loafers and 
of children under eleven? It may be Will not work. This period of a year or two 
mbed why we did not ia © ten seek makes a very serious difference in the glass 
Senne WAY We Cit BOS TH WOMIBEWCS BOOK | bottle trade. Our present, hosts of working 
to amend what we considered to be a in the glass bottle trade (which is one of the 
fundamental error of the Bill. Well, I staple trades of St. Helens, employing over 
think too much stress is laid on the ee ae and ee ep Se sm per = 
See ae DER ARES - | alternately weekly day light turns. e 
mechanical and unpractical teaching in \eek that weare onthe day tarn we finish at 5 
our elementary schools. It is as- p.m. on the Friday and do not start till 5.30 


. sumed that the teaching there given is P m. on the following Monday, and thus we 


the best possible preparation for their | have an interval of about 72 hours. The week 
that we are on the night turn we always have 


future work in life. I submit that this J8 | an interval of 48 hours. We work in turns of 
not the case at all. As a rule the chil- three men and three boys, and in some cases 
dren of a factory hand become in time | four boys, and it is very important that they 
factory hands, they have to earn their stould always work together and that the boys 


livin c ey ee eee . should not be changed, otherwise our wages 
§ by the sweat of their brow ; and is are lessened and the work made much harder. 


it wise, then, to insist on a stereotyped [tis not our desire to increase the hours of 
system of education which in many cases working, but we ask that our boys of 13 or 
does not fit them for the life they are | over who have passed their standards be 
bound to lead? A great distinction ought allowed to work night turns as well as 


: lay, and so avoid the change of boys in turns 
to be drawn between children under 11 post wud. Waler thy Aaved 1897 boys ot as 


and those over 11. Under that age is| cannot be employed night turns, and con- 
202 
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sequently have to change sets in which they 
work every week, which is most injurious to 
those who have to take all night work, as 
above stated, and injurious to the effective and 
harmonious working of the turns and trade 
generally.” 

That, I think, supplies an illustration of 
my argument. It is possible that the 
legislation now asked for may have 
the same effect. Boys may be deprived 
of an opportunity of learning a good 
trade, they may be turned into loafers, 
and—although I do not lay much stress 
on this—the Bill may inflict injury on our 
trade, and help to drive it into the hands 
of foreign competitors. I submit this 
Bill may involve those dangers. I would 
wish to allude to the Amendment intro- 
duced by the hon. Member in charge of 
this Bill. I have been unable to get a 
printed copy of it, but I was present at 
the Debate, and remember something of 
it. The House will remember that the 


hon. Member made an exception in 
the case of boys between 11 and 
13. employed in agriculture, which 


practically made them half-timers. The 
hon. Member’s original Amendment was 
that they should not be required to 
attend school more than 300 times in any 
year, but he subsequently reduced the 
number to 250. I submit that 250 is too 
large. The maximum attendance of a full 
timer is 420; why, therefore, should the 
hon. Member take 250, which is more 
than half the maximum, as the number 
for half-timers ? I think the hon. Member 
was very unreasonable in not accepting 
the further Amendment moved by my 
hon. friend. But I wish to know why 
this exception only applies to country 
boys. I venture to think it is equally 
necessary to apply it to town boys. The 
exception applies to urban districts, but 
not to towns, and the boys must be 
employed in agriculture, though the 
Amendment does not say how long or in 
what way, which I think will lead to 
considerable confusion. Why should it 
not apply to town boys? They have also 
to learn a trade and the business of life, 
and why should they have to wait for the 
opportunity until they are 12% It may 
be said that country boys lead a more 
healthy life, but that has never been 
proved. No doubt an open-air life con- 
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| I think the Amendment of my hon. friend 
| the Member for Stockport ought to have 
_been accepted, because the original 
/Amendment draws a very unfair dis- 
tinction between country boys and town 
| boys. Let me allude to another minor 
| difficulty. The Amendment applies only 
|to boys employed in agriculture, but it 
|does not say they must be so em- 
ployed all the time. They may be 
‘only employed for a week in agricul- 
;ture, and because of that week 
| secure exemption, and be then employed 

in some other way. Take the case of the 
/son of a gamekeeper. He would pro- 

bably be going around with his father, 
setting traps and doing other kinds of 
/work. Why should that boy, any more 
'than the boy employed in agriculture, 
have to make a full attendance at school ? 
| It may be very necessary for him to learn 

his trade, and why should the opportunity 
| be postponed for a year? The Bill is an 

anomaly and an injustice. I do not wish 
| to detain the House, but I will say that 

in endeavouring to bring before it some 

of the reasons why I am opposed to this 

measure I have spoken from absolute 
‘conviction. I do not represent any 

cotton factory, but I happen to be chair- 

man of a large Lancashire and Cheshire 

working men’s federation, the members of 

which, absolutely unsolicited, have almost 

unanimously represented to me that they 
_are hostile to this Bill. The feelings of 
'these men ought to be respected. They 

know what they are about. Many thov- 

sands of Lancashire men resent the 
| opinion that they cannot be trusted with 
'the management of their own children, 
|and they may bring that resentment 
‘home to hon. Members at the next 
|General Election. These are some of the 
‘reasons why I think this is a mistaken 
| Bill. I give full credit to the motives 
| which actuate hon. Members who support 
\it. I share their desire to benefit the 
| children of this country, to increase their 
| education, and to prevent their improper 
employment ; but this Bill does not do any 
| good in that direction at all, and it may 
'do a great deal of harm. I am_ perfectly 
| aware that the Second Reading was car- 
| ried by an enormous majority ; but large 


eperte & 
| majorities are not always right. 





duces to health, but we cannot all live in | 
the country, and it has never been proved; Amendment proposed— 

that life in a mill is more unhealthy than | «79 Jeave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
life in an elementary school. At all | end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
events, it is an illogical Amendment, and | this day three months.’”—(Mr. Seton-Karr). 


Mr. Seton-Karr. 
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Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY (Stock- | 
port) : I do not desire, on the Third Read- | 


ing of this Bill, to take up very much of 
the time of the House, for I fully recog- 
nise that, though in my judgment we 
have had all the arguments on our side, 
still the majority of the House must pre- 
vail. There is a special providence with 
big battalions, and I can only hope that 
the opposition we have undertaken has 
not gone to such a limit as would be 
deemed by any reasonable Member of the 
House to be perverse or factious. I 
readily and frankly acknowledge that, 
apart from the merits, if one had to follow 
the bent of one’s natural inclination, it 
would be very much more preferable to 
appear as a supporter rather than as an 
opponent of this Bill. All the best in- 
stincts of human nature, all the sentiments 
of charity and sympathy and kindliness 
towards those who are unable to advocate 
their own case, impel us to support a 
children’s Bill, and therefore I readily 
recognise and understand the opinion of 
the majority, and the promptness with 
which they allied themselves with the 
hon. Member who introduced the Bill. 
The House would not, in my opinion, be 
what it is if it were not influenced by 
such motives. But I am not altogether 
sure that the majority of the House in 
this discussion are really the true sup- 
porters of the cause of the children. 
What I want hon. Members to recognise, 
before we close this discussion, is that 
there is another side to this question for 
which very much can be said. I honestly 
say that I do not think that even at the 
eleventh hour hon, Members fully appre- 
ciate the conditions in the half-time con- 
stituencies, or the opinion of the public 
generally in those districts in this matter. 
I have perhaps taken a larger part in 
these Debates on the Bill than other 
Members representing these constituen- 
cles, and it may be, possibly, because of 
the paucity of my vocabulary that the 
case is in its present unsatisfactory con- 
dition. I have endeavoured to show that 
there is really no body of working public 
opinion at the back of this Bill. The 
employers are against it; the workmen 


are opposed to it, because they wish to | 


ring up their children as they them- 
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to the time when they can take their 


| place for a few hours as important mem- 
| bers of the family ; and, generally speak- 


ing, there is no public opinion in favour 
of it. The only body of opinion in 
favour of it is undoubtedly, in my 
judgment, the National Union of Teach- 
ers. I challenge the hon. Member to give 
the opinion of any body of working men 
who have expert knowledge of the work- 
ing of the half-time system in support 
of this Bill. The trade unions of Lan- 
cashire, where more half-time is worked 
than in the rest of the United Kingdom, 
are distinctly hostile to it. [Cries of 
“Not all.”] | Hon. Members say, “ Not 
all.” Hon. Members who know anything 
of the cotton industry—and the bulk of 
the half-timers work in the weaving 
sheds— know that all the weavers’ trade 
unions are against the Bill. The argu- 
ments which have been advanced for 
the Bill have been few and have been 
dissipated. The children in the districts 
in which the half-time system most pre- 
vails compare favourably with the children 
in other districts and towns in the country. 
On the question of education I differ 
again from my hon. friends. ‘They have 
shown no disparity whatever between 
Lancashire and the other towns. Of 
course, figures may be made to prove any- 
thing, but if one does happen to have re- 
course to figures on this particular point 
this is what they show. If you compare 
the School Grants of Lancashire with other 
counties, there are 27 counties which re- 
ceive less on the average than Lancashire, 
while only 12 show a larger average. On 
the Second Reading I alluded to the intel- 
ligence of the people in those districts 
where half-time prevails. I challenge 


'any hon. Member to say that the intelli- 


gence of the people where half-time is 
worked is lower than that in other parts 
of the country. I do not begrudge the 
preferential treatment that has been 
accorded by Government to agriculture. 
I venture to say that it is consistent with 
the chief characteristic of this Parliament, 
which has always placed agriculture first. 
I am heartily glad that even one section 
of the community is exempted from what 
I regard asanunnecessary Bill. But is itnot 
almost absurd to suggest that you should 
enact that in the other counties of 


| England the educational requirements, as 


represented by 250 attendances, should be 
sufficient to permit a child becoming a 


selves were brought up ; the children are | half-timer at 11, whereas in Lancashire 
opposed to it, because they look forward ' and Yorkshire those educational require- 








1099 


ments are not sufficiently met until a child 
is 12 years of age. I would venture to 
ask the House, in dealing with this matter 
of education, to consider what, to my 
mind, isa very important question, whether, 
to use a colloquial phrase, they are abso- 
lutely sure they have got hold of the right 
end of the stick in this matter. It seems to 
me that this step is a most important 
step, but, at the same time, it is a most 
dubious one ; in fact, it is entirely a leap 
in the dark. In the future your educa- 
tional system in the counties can only be 
described as an in-and-out running system. 
Two hundred and fifty attendances will 
be necessary in order to enable a child to 
become a half-timer, but those 250 atten- 
dances may be put in in 125 days, and 
all the rest of the year a child is free to 
do as he likes. My hon. friend has 
adopted this policy—in order to get 
his bacon streaky—of over-feeding his 
pig one day and starving it the 
next. Under this streaky education 
Bill you are going to cram your children 
for 125 days of the year, and then permit 
them to run wild. We all know that 
children easily assume and just as easily 
forget that which they have learned, un- 
less their learning is continued to a later 
period of life. I venture to predict that 
this educational experiment of my hon. 
and learned friend will prove most un- 
fortunate. I am almost glad that that 
will be so. I believe that a great many 
counties are suffering from the effects 
of education. In previous years a man 
who was not educated was_ perfectly 
willing to remain on the land tending the 


Vducation of 


turnips or mangold wurtzel, and never 


aspired to any higher occupation. Now 
that you have educated the children they 
all desire to go to towns and obtain 
appointments as policemen, or as shop 
assistants, or in some other congenial 
occupation carried on in towns, where 
perhaps they will earn more wages. 
I am glad to hear that in relation to this 
assertion the National Union of Teachers 
are not having it all their own way. They 
have not cast their net wide enough to in- 
clude all, because there are some who have 
escaped it. I think I have said enough 
to prove that neither does the intelligence, 
nor the education, nor the health suffer 
in the districts where the half-time system 
prevails. But there has been one argu- 
ment, only one argument, placed before 
this House which, I think, carried weight, 
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called the half-past five in the morning 
argument. That argument I endeavoured 
to meet by putting down on the Paper an 


| Amendment doing away with all work for 
| half-timers between 11 and 12 years of 


age before half-past eight in the morning. 
That Amendment was strongly opposed, 


‘but if it had been accepted by my 


‘seek by legislation to remove from the 


and it was the argument that has been | 


Mr. George Whiteley. 


hon. friend the Bill would have 
been more acceptable than it is at the 
present moment. Sut I cannot pass 
away from this part of the question with- 
out again citing to the House the result 
of the remarkable ballot taken on the 
question by the Weavers’ Association. 
Of the 90,000 papers issued, 74,000 
answers were received, and 66,000, or 
89 per cent., were in favour of the present 
state of affairs. That fact ought to have 
great weight with hon. Members before 
they give their vote on the Third 
Reading. This House has the legal 
right, but I should like to know how far 
it has the moral right, to permit hon. 
Members sitting for constituencies who 
really have no interest whatever in the 
Bill and no expert knowledge of the half- 
time question to cram down the throats of 
Lancashire people legislation they do not 
like. We are told by folk who know 
nothing of the question that we are 
wasting the lives of the children for the 
sake of a system which ministers to the 
greed of miserly parents or the avarice of 
heartless capitalists, and that the only 
people who know anything of this question, 
the only people whoare utterly and entirely 
unbiased in the matter, are the National 
Union of Teachers. I think this is a big 
assertion, in view of the ballot. There 
was another matter mentioned upon the 
Second Reading in debate which has not 
been pressed sufficiently upon the atten- 
tion of the House, and that is the ques- 
tion of woman labour in our factories. 
The House knows perfectly well that 
although the death-rate statistics in the 
factory districts are not worse than in 
other parts of England, still they would 
be very much better if it were not for 
woman labour in the factories. I desire 
to press this point on the House as _ being 
of the utmost importance. The proper 
place for a woman, at all events during 
her child-bearing days, when she has a 
large family of small children—possiblya 
haby—is at home. In Lancashire, as in 
other parts of the country, the more you 


revenue ‘of the home even the smallest 
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additional sum of money, as you are | 
doing by destroying the half-time system, 
the more vou are inevitably driving women 
back to the factories, and making them take 
their part in providing the daily bread 
for the family. To my mind this is a 
singularly unfortunate Bill. Most of the | 
working class measures which have been 
introduced and carried in this House 
have been for the improvement and 
amelioration of the lot of the people, and 
have been supported by the working 
classes and trades unions. In the present 
case all these elements of support are 
wanting. You have no body of opinion at 
the back of you. You have no section of 
the community asking for this reform 
which knows anything of the textile 
movement. You have nothing but the 
National Union of Teachers. It cannot, 
even by a stretch of imagination, be called 
a burning question. It is a question which, 
as I have previously pointed out, is 
settling itself, and would settle itself in 
the course of a few years. I disapprove 
of the action of hon. Members in forcing 
the question down our throats, believing, 
as Ido, that if it had only been allowed 
to settle itself by natural means, a good 
deal of the friction that has been 
aroused would never have existed at ell. 
Personally I have no pecuniary interest 
in the cotton trade, and therefore I hope 
my action may be looked upon as an un- 
selfish one. I believe the Bill to be 
unnecessary, impolitic, and unjust to a 
very large section of the community, and 
this being the last occasion we shall have 
of discussing this question I am_ pleased 
to have been able to raise my voice in this 
matter. 


Education of 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH (Lancashire, Mid- | 
dleton): I am sure no one would desire to 
charge the hon. Member for Stockport | 
with want of zeal or want of ability in his 
opposition to this Bill. Whatever we 
may say as to his views on the matter, | 
and however we may differ from him, we 
must all admire his determination to do 
all he possibly could to kill this Bill. He | 
has struck it in the breast, he has stabbed 
it in the back, and he has knocked it on 
the head ; and if it had not been for its 
catlike vitality I am sure the Bill would 
have been killed. We must all own that 
the hon. Member would not have taken 
the course he has in opposing this Bill if | 
he had not conscientiously felt that he | 


was doing what he believed to be right. | lows. The secretary says : 
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/are against this measure. 





Children Bill. 


We all believe in his honesty, and we be- 
lieve also in his straightforwardness and in- 
dependence, for I have noticed that the hon. 
Member has been so independent as even 
to hold up to ridicule at times the Party 
to which he belongs. But I must confess 
that I am at a loss to understand why the 
hon. Gentleman, with his intelligence and 
his knowledge of Lancashire people and 
their work, can so persistently oppose th’s 
Bill. I can only put it down to two 
things. One is his determined opposition 
to the teachers, and the other is that he 
must have a mandate from his constitu- 
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‘eney. I am not aware that he has pleaded 


that, but I cannot understand his action 
unless it be that he must really believe 
that his whole constituency, and perhaps 
some other constituencies in Lancashire, 
are very strongly opposed to this Bill. 
If that be so, it only lends colour to what 
I have heard said, that such towns as 
Stockport, Wigan, Ashton, and Staly- 
bridge are about fifty years behind towns 
further north. I do not say that that is 
so, but I have heard it said, and this cir- 
cumstance would give colour to that 
opinion. Let me state my own experience 
with reference to the constituency which 
I represent. During the Whitsuntide 
recess I was called upon to address what 
is called the “Four Hundred,” and the 
council in connection with that constite- 
ency, which is a very extensive and 
enlightened constituency. I was expected 
to speak on this subject, in fact I was 
asked to explain the position I had taken 
up. I spoke in the afternoon to the 
council on general politics, and in the 
evening, at the public meeting, when 
about 400 people were present, I spent 
about fifty minutes in speaking on this 
subject alone. At both these meetings 
an unanimous vote of confidence in their 
Member was passed, and not a single 
question was asked me, or a single 
voice raised in opposition to the course I 
had taken. So that whatever force 
there may be in the arguments which have 
been used on the opposite side this 
morning as to the opposition of Lanca- 


| shire, those arguments do not hold at all 
events so far as my constituency is con- 


cerned. I have received communications 
from several people on this subject. It 
has been argued that the trades unions 
I hold in my 
hand a resolution passed by the Trades 
Council of Rochdale, which reads as fol- 
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“Sir,—I am instructed by the members of | that it would disarrange or disorganise 
the — . —— we pantie 2d a on trade, and that it would harass employers. 
res y yas pass é SlY 4 4 
is sn agen iaiees That this presley | The hon. Member for Stockport knows— 
being strongly of opinion that the age at which | OT if he does not know I can tell him— 
half-timers are allowed to commence work is | that in every case almost when old ma- 
too low, respectfully urges the Government to | chines are taken out and new ones put in 
afford facilities for the passing of Mr. Robson's they are arranged to do without half. 
Half-Time Bill in the present session of Parlia- |’. ~ hee 
ment.’” | timers altogether. So that the employers 
I have also got a similar resolution from aigesnettnpr ens that oe rel snc 
a Socialist organisation. They are very | oes ee —- pected dn tag 
P 4 pay 'age, and that the time has come when it 
strongly in favour of this Bill. ae ; ty 

ought not to be encouraged. I could give 
the council, as representative of the Socialists dene employers by the score who have 
of the Middleton and Sowerby Parliamentary Voluntarily done away with this half-time 
Divisions, to petition you with respect to Mr. work. The noble Lord the Member for 
Robson's Bill, at the Second Reading of which Rochester, on the Second Reading of this 
our Council considers you played a most com- | p3]] spoke in a very intelligent and very 
mendable part. In the interests of the children } of 5 lei His os Rss 5 
and of education we hope you will persevere | Oper! way. 1s Opposition to It was 
in the course you have adopted, and doall that that he had a fear that it would not 
lies in your power to assist in the passing of so. answer the purpose that we claim for it, 
desirable and humane a measure. and he spoke about the money which we 
When I was in the North I took spend on education being, to a great ex- 
the opportunity of inviting to my | tent, wasted. That is so. But why is it 
own house the leaders of the trades! so? Simply because we do not give the 
organisations in our town and district. | children time to study; we do not give 
I will not say more as to the them time to get through what we expect 
positions they occupy than that they are them to get through. It is not a question 
gentlemen who occupy the leading posi- | of the teachers being over anxious to get 
tions in our trades unions and councils. | results ; it is because they know very well 
We went through these Amendments one | that the children, under the conditions of 
by one, and talked them over as we education to-day, have not sufticient time 
sat around the table, and there was to study. Hence they are crammed, and 
not a single Amendment that those the result is, as has been stated, that 
gentlemen advised me to vote for} when the school years are over they are 
except one. They were in favour | disgusted with schools ; they are out of 
of the Bill, and they urged me to advocate | patience with all study, and they are very 
—as I have advocated—the passing of the | glad to get to work, or to play, or any- 
measure. I think that that testimony | thing else they can do. Instead of chil- 
clears away the arguments which have | dren coming from elementary schools 
been used throughout the debate as to! having had given to them a desire for 
the strong opposition of Lancashire people. | study, an appetite for learning, they come 
The hon. Member for Stockport knows | away satiated with it, and they do not 
very well that the opposition to the rais-| want to continue their studies. That 
ing of the age from 11 to 12 is not so| ought not to be so—they ought to be 
strong by a long way as was the opposi- | ready, when they arrive at 14 years of 
tion when the age was raised from 10 to| age, to go on with their secondary 
11, and he also knows very well that it | education, and after that to go on 
will very soon pass away. He knows that|to a _ technical school and __ prepare 
even some of those who are so strongly in| themselves for their duties in _ life. 
favour of retaining the age at 11 have| But they are not prepared to do this. 
spoken, in their personal and private | The great complaint as to technical schools 
capacity, in a very different way. That|is that children come from elementary 
being so, I am sure the testimony I have | schools quite unprepared to commence 
given as to what I have heard when in| their studies in the technical schools. 
Lancashire during the last two or three|The hon. Member for St. Helens has 
weeks will take the bottom out of the | made a very singular address in the House 
argument that the Lancashire people are | this morning, but I should have thought 
strongly against the passing of this | that his own intelligence would have pre- 
measure. On the Second Reading of this | vented him from making remarks such as 
Bill emphasis was laid on the argument | he has made to-day. Surely he is under 


Mr. Duckworth. 


“J am instructed,” the secretary says, “by 
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the old dispensation. 
party had been educated. I remember 
when quite a young man, after the Fran- 
chise Bill had passed, Mr. Robert Lowe 
saying that we must educate our masters. 
Now we have an hon. Member of this 


Eduaction of 


House speaking disparagingly of education | 


for the working-classes, and advocating 
that a child must only he educated to do 
the work that its father has done, and pre- 
sumably that it must never go beyond what 
its father has done. That is a good old 
Tory doctrine, and we have not heard it 
for a long time. I thought it had died a 
natural death, and that our Conservative 
friends were in favour of having our 
children educated as much as_ possible. 
It appears, however, that the hon. Member 
for St. Helens is one of those who would 
be perfectly satisfied if a child were edu- 
cated sufficiently to make a bow to certain 
persons or a curtsey when the parson or a 
squire passes by. I take it that that is 
not the feeling of hon. Members of the 
House, and I can assure the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite that it is not the feeling of 
the great masses of this country. The 
teachers in our technical schools, the edu- 
cationists throughout the country, and 
especially in the northern parts of the 
country where the industries of the country 
are carried on, all know perfectly well— 
and feel the importance of it—that it is 
necessary that the children who are to go 
to work in these days must be better edu- 
cated than they have been in days gone 
by. We have been able to carry on a 
large trade in what I may call plain goods. 
As the hon. Member for Stockport knows 
very well, in years gone by, if a person 
could weave a calico piece he was con- 
sidered proficient and all right; but we 
have to compete with people 1 now who can 
do this work quite as well as we can our- 
selves. To make fancy goods requires a 
good deal of technical knowledge, which 
we shall have to cultivate if we want to 
keep abreast with the competition of 
foreign countries. 


Mr. GEORGE WHITELEY : But the 
children don’t learn fancy weaving at 
Board schools. They learn it at the mill. 


*Mr. DUCKWORTH: No, no. The 
mind of the child is trained in the school, 
and it requires the training of the 
mind in order to obtain technical know- 
ledge. Ido not think that any Member 
of this House will plead that ignorance | 


{14 JuNE 1899} 
I thought the Tory | 
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is better than knowledge in anything— 
even if it is applied to pulling turnips, or 
the doing the things that have to be done 
by the children in agricultural districts. 
It is far better to have the minds of the 
children trained, and it is far behind the 
times to plead that ignorance is an advan- 
tage toa child; and I strongly protest 
against any such argument. I will 
not detain the House any longer, al- 
though there are several other things 
which I wished to say. I do hope that, 
now we have threshed this matter out to 
the extent that we have, the hon. Mem- 
bers will cease their opposition, and allow 
this Bill to pass. 


*Sir F. 8S. POWELL (Wigan): I hope 
the House will allow me to submit some 
observations upon this occasion, al- 
though I occupied some time during 
the discussion of this measure in Com- 
mittee. As reference has been made to 
the Borough of Wigan, I feel bound to 
say, although I did speak with much 
sincerity and some vigour in favour of 
the Bill, that I have received no protest 
against the remarks which I then made. 
On the other hand, I have received letter 
after letter in full sympathy with the 
course which I took and the views which 
I expressed in the Debate in Committee. 
I have heard—I must confess with some 
surprise—the speech made by my_ hon. 
friend the Member for St. Helens; 
and for the first time during many years 
in the Debates in Parliament I have 
heard education condemned as rather an 
injury than a benefit to those who have 
had the opportunity of taking advantage 
of it. I certainly think that such remarks 
come with very ill grace from a Lanca- 
shire Member ; for we have in our County 
Palatine no less than two University 
Colleges—one in Liverpool and one in 
Manchester—and I venture to say that no 
man who has any acquaintance with Lan- 
cashire industries will deny the. great 
benefits which have been conferred upon 
our county by these two magnificent 
institutions. The hon. Member made 
some reference to Lancashire parents as 
being very intelligent. As a Lancashire 
man I have always felt some diffidence in 
commenting upon such an observation ; 
but I believe that the intelligence of the 
Lancashire operative is of a very high 
| order, and one of my reasons for support- 

| ing this Bill is that,in my opinion, intelli- 
gence of that high order requires further 
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opportunity of development. Asa Lan-! 
cashire man and as a Lancashire Member | 
I still regard the standard of education | 
in the schools as too low, although the 
standard is higher than it was some | 
years ago. Another of my reasons for | 
supporting this Bill is, that if children | 
are prevented from going to work up toa | 
certain age I feel quite sure that the | 
standard of education must be raised. Not 
only this, but the children will be kept at 
school up to the school age fixed by the 
Bill, and they will be prevented from | 
wasting their time in the streets. Refer- 
ence has been made to the opinion of the 
operatives as being against the Bill. | 
The hon. Member referred to one section 
—the Weavers’ Union. Now I was pre- 
sent at a meeting where their representa- 
tives were heard, and there were two | 
remarkable facts in connection with that 

Union, firstly, that those members of the | 

Union who sent their children as half- 

timers at this early age were well-to-do 
parents and did not require the wages of 
their children for their support—and 1 

was greatly impressed by what I heard | 

upon that occasion ; secondly, the weavers | 
who appeared were not the parents of | 
the children referred to in the resolution. | 
The great majority of them were not 
factory operatives at all, and gained their | 

bread by other means. The hon. Member 

made a reference to some petition, or 
document, respecting labour in the glass 
works at St. Helens ; but the age he men- 
tioned was a higher age than the one 
mentioned in the Bill, and therefore the 
remarks he made upon the subject were 
entirely irrelevant, and not appropriate to 
the discussion. I made some reference in 
a former Debate to the age on the Conti- 
nent, and since then I hav e perused the 
Report of the Committee of the Council 
on Education for Scotland. Now, in 
Scotland there are 94,000 children be- 

tween 1] and 12 years of age, and of that, 
total 92 per cent. are at school. That is 
a most clear and absolute proof that in 
Scotland, at least, the parents who have 
regard to the welfare of their children 
keep them at school up to the age men- 
tioned in this Bill. With regard to the 
woollen and worsted industries of York- 
shire, I have had some acquaintance in 
the interior working of the mills, both in 
Lancashire and Yorkshire, and I have no 
hesitation in saying that, as regards the 
healthy condition of our factories, in con- 
sequence of the nature of the material used, 


Sir F. S. Powell. 
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it is less satisfactory in Lancashire than in 
the worsted and woollen districts of York- 
shire. I have some statements here which 
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‘the House will perhaps forgive me for 


reading. One is the testimony of the 
medical officer for the Borough of Wigan, 
who is also a member of the Wigan School 
Board. He says : 

“T shall be sorry if there is an attempt 
made to exclude cotton factories from the 
operation of the Bill, for it is the children 
employed in cotton factories that will benefit 
most. My opinion, as a medical officer of 
health, and also asa general medical practi- 


| tioner among these people, is that no child 


under twelve should be employed as a 
half-timer. I have seen the _ stunted 
growth, the swarthy, ill- looking appearance 
of many of thesechildren, duein a great measure 
to the confinement and work in the mills. I 
can also speak as a member of our School 
Board, where people have to come before us 
for exemption of half-timers, and we in- 
variably ask that the children shall be left 
longer at school. We have not many half- 
timers in Wigan, but it would be better if we 
had less.” 


Another medical friend of mine—Dr. 
Roocroft—who has had twenty years’ 
/experience in Wigan, writes to me as 
ollows : 

“With regard to raising the age of the 
actory workers, I have long felt that this 
ought to be done. After asomewhat exten- 
sive experience of nearly twenty years I can 
recall many instances where ‘healthy and 
robust children, rapidly growing but not 
developed, have been taken from school and 
mt to work. The result,in many cases, has 
Sette an arrest of development’ generally. 
Later I find that the circulatory, ‘digestive, 
and respiratory systems suffer, as instanced 
by anemia, dyspepsia, constipation, and pul- 
monary tuberculosis. These diseases are 
induced, in my opinion, firstly, by throwing 
upon the child Work at an early age, too early 
for the body to be over tired ; and secondly, 
by close confinement in hot, sometimes dusty 
and ill-ventilated places, coupled by the 
absence of exercise (play) in the open air, too 
long hours, and improper food.” 


I am grateful to the House for allowing 
me to read these letters, which are written 
by two highly distinguished medical 
practitioners. Now, Sir, if the House 
will bear with me, I wish to say that I 
do very greatly regret—as much as I re- 
gret anything in my Parliamentary life— 
that the opposition to this Bill has come 
from Lancashire, and from hon. Members 
sitting on this side of the House. I never 
presume to speak on behalf of Lancashire 
Members, but I do know from _ the 
Division lists the feeling of Lancashire 
Members. The vote on the Second 
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Reading of the Bill shows that the 
majority of the Lancashire Members were 
infavour of the Bill; and why should a 
section of them say that Lancashire is 
opposed to it? Ihave read the life of 
Lord Shaftesbury. We know what he 
says on the factory question. I can 
remember from my earliest years—I have 
mentioned it before, and I mention it 
again—the condition of these poor 
children, both in Lancashire and York- 
shire—their starved appearance, their 
deformed bandy legs, their other weak- 
nesses, and their want of development in 
accordance to their years. I myself believe 
that that condition of affairs amongst the 
parents is the great cause of the inferior 
condition of too many of the present 
generation, and I believe that you will 
not eradicate the result of this evil con- 
dition of things except you place the 
children under more favourable circum- 
stances. As a matter of fact, these 
children actually require more favourable 
conditions than other children. It has 
been the boast of the Conservative party 
that this factory legislation was specially 


their work. Can it be sosaid now? Who 
was it that raised the age of half- 


It was Mr. 
from __ this 


timers from 10 to 11? 
Acland, whose absence 
House I deeply lament. Why was it 
that that reform was delayed? I am 
grieved to confess that it came from some 
Members on these benches. And to-day, 
when I believe Parliament will take 
another step in advance, we cannot 
boast that this proposal was made by a 
Conservative Member. It is a_ gift 
from a distinguished and learned hon. 
Member on the other side of the House. 
That evil blot—for I contend it is an evil 
blot on the political history of our Party— 
cannot be obliterated ; but I do appeal to 
my Lancashire friends that they should 
keep the record as clean as they can, and 
not oppose this Bill, even by one ad- 
verse vote ; but, on the contrary, to give 


to the parents and the children of Lanca- | 


shire a boon which has been too long 
delayed, but which, in my judgment, they 
eminently deserve. 


Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): I pro- 


test against the tone in which my hon. | 
of the Bill; but I would like to know 


friend has alluded to the Lancashire 
Members, and also against the suggestion 
that those Lancashire Members who do 
not look upon the Bill as_ satisfactory 


hold views adverse to education. My 


{14 JUNE 1899} 
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belief is, and it is shared more largely out 
of the House than in it, that the best 
method of promoting education is to com- 
bine the initial stage of work with a 
continuance of education. Now, my hon. 
friend said something about the standard 
of exemption being too low. I should 
like to ask how this Bill is to increase or 
improve the standard? I do not want 
the standard of exemption to be made 
too low. I should like to see it raised. 
But that has nothing to do with this Bill. 
I hold that my objection to the principle 
of this Bill is a sound one, and that if 
we are to induce children to take an 
interest in their education, and to carry 
it on, we must not make a gap between 
education and the work they have to do 
in after life. My hon. friend spoke about 
the deformity of children in times past. 
That has nothing to do with the present 
state of things. The mills are well venti- 
lated, and the children are in good con- 
dition. I do not say that the present 
method is necessarily perfect ; one might 
say that the method might be carried on 
much better. But it seems an extra- 
ordinary thing that all this should be 
said against haif-timers, when this Bill 
itself introduces the half-time system in 
other spheres than the factory. Far more 
children will come under half-time by the 
raising of the age. It has been said that 
in Switzerland and other countries there 
are no half-timers, but it does not follow 
that that is a good system. I do not 
wish to press this point further, but only 
to deprecate the suggestion of my hon. 
friend, and to maintain that those Lan- 
cashire Members who know the feeling 
of their constituents, and who know 
something about the working of the 
half-time system in their constituencies, 
would not necessarily be improving the 
conditions of the education and work of 
those children by allowing this Bill to pass. 
I want to ask for some authoritative 
statement as to the views of the Govern- 
ment on this Bill. I think we ought to 
know something more of the views of the 
Government than we have yet obtained. 
The Bill has been brought in by a private 
Member, and we know that my right 
hon. friend the Vice-President of the 
Council is in favour of the principles 


what the Council for Education think 
of the Bill. It may be said that the Bill, 
as it stands, would not give much trouble 
to the Department ; but do the Govern- 
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ment intend to give it their support ?|for Bury, and another distinguished 
And how do they intend to carry out the; Member—the Member for Bolton— 
administration of the agricultural parts | speaking with more knowledge and in a 
of it? What method will be taken or | greater representative position than 
what Orders will be issued to see that|the hon. Member for Stockport, 
agricultural pursuits alone are to be the| was also associated with the pro- 
basis of the half-time system in the} posal. The Bill in its first inception 
future ? What steps are to be taken to| was due to these two hon. Members, 
give it effect? I think that, considering | Public opinion has been expressed again 
the circumstances in which the Bill has | and again in Lancashire in favour of “the 
been brought forward and the imputa-/ Bill. The great majority of the organs of 
tions made in some quarters against those | the press in : Lancashire are in favour of it ; 
who doubt the wisdom of this Bill, it | the great majority of the working men of 
was only right that I should have had | Lancashire are in favour of it ; and every 
the opportunity of making these obser-| trades union in Lancashire but one, the 
vations. I protest against the idea that | weav ers, is in favour of it. 
in the action I have taken against this | 
Bill | am actuated by a desire to con-; Mr.GEORGE WHITELEY: And that 
tinue the employment of child labour. I| union is the only one which has _half- 
oppose this measure on the ground, which | timers. 
I think a good one, that it pr rohibits a kind | 
of child labour which leads up to a species | - *Mr. YOXALL: What about the 
of elementary education in the business | Spinners’ Union? The Trades Union 
which these children will have to carry | Congress for years have been asking for 
on in after-life. Everybody must be ac- | the abolition of the half-time system alto- 
quainted with the fact that there are | gether. Every member of the Trades 
large numbers of children who leave Union Council, except the member or 
school without the slightest idea of the |members who represents the Weavers’ 
pursuit which they are going to follow Union, is in favour of this Bill ; but we are 
in after years. And the benefit of the | told by the hon. Member opposite, with a 
half-time system is that it leaves these | coolness which would have been more suit- 
children time to contemplate what pur- | abletwo days ago than to-day, that the only 
suit it is which they will follow, and allows | opinion in tavour of this Bill is the opinion 
them to begin to learn that pursuit. of the teachers. It has been suggested 
again and again that teachers have a 
*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, West) : great deal to. gain by the Bill. As a 
I confess that this Bill would not remove fact, the teachers and the schoo! managers 
the existence of child labour. We have | and the school boards will lose pecuniarily 
heard that definitely from the hon. Mem- | by the passing of this Bill, because the 
ber who has just sat down, and from the | school attendance for half-time counts for 
Member for Stockport. But in the mean- | the purposes of grants as an attendance and 
time both concur in opposing a measure | a-half. Abolish the half-timers and you 
which would remove a small portion of | reduce the grant to the school, and ‘the 
child labour, and they object to us making | | pecuniary incentive of the school managers 
a beginning with the partial abolition of | ond teachers will be diminished. I re- 
child labour. I think that is rather in-| pudiate in the name of the teachers the 
consistent. From the hon. Member for | insinuation that they have any private 
Stockport we have a not less insidious | motive for pushing forward this measure. 
attack on the Bill, but not a more accurate | But one correct statement has been made 
representation of the case. We weretold| by the hon. Member for Stockport, 
by the hon. Member who has distinguished | and that was that the teachers are 
himself by opposing the Bill in the name | not so satisfied with the Bill now 
of Lancashire that the public opinion of | as when it was introduced. I regret that 
Lancashire was against it, and that there | it was ever necessary to have any: compro- 
was no public opinion in favour of it. A | mise in this Bill. If the Government had 
more inaccurate statement was never | done their duty, and had been consistent 
made in this House, and that is saying a | with their former proposals, and shown 
good deal. The outline of the proposal | the least courage in this House, they 
on which this Bill was based was drawn | would have said, “This is a Bill which 
first of all by the respected Member | carries out the pledges given in our name 


Mr. Tomlinson. 
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three years ago, and which must be| Government are not deterred by the 
carried in this form, and we will give agricultural members who sit behind them 
facilities for its being carried without any | the concession may turn out to be a bless- 
compromise.” If that had been done, the ing in disguise. I apologise to the hon. 
opposition of the Lancashire Members | and gallant Member opposite for daring 
would have dropped to zero, and that of to speak upon an agricultural question, 
the agricultural Members would not be but, nevertheless, ‘‘ will say that the 
counted for much if the Government had attitude of the farmers in opposing 
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been in earnest ; but owing to the want of | 


courage on the part of the Government it 
has been necessary for my hon. friend to 
introduce a clause with regard to the 
agricultural schools and_ agricultural 
children upon which I look with dread. 
We have the least efficient schools for 
farmers’ sons and daughters of any 
country in Europe, and we have the least 
efficient and satisfactory system of elemen- 
tary education for the labourers’ sons and 
daughters, and every attempt that is 
made to improve the present condition is 
met with the opposition of the farmers, 
the farmers’ friends, and the farmers’ 
spokesmen in this House. They opposed 
this Bill unless some concession was made 
to enable children of eleven years of age 
to work on the land four or five months 
in the year, and that concession is given 


provided that during the remainder | 
of the year the children go _ to 
schoo. [I agree with the hon. 


Member for Preston, that before we 
adopt this particular clause on this point 
we ought to hear from the Government 
that when this concession is given they 
will insist upon some conditions which 
shall give them some return. [ do not 
say that the compromise with regard to 
the agricultural schools will be bad ; on 
the contrary, it may be good under cer- 
tain conditions, but it depends entirely on 
the administration of the Education 
Department. Compulsory education in 
the rural districts now is about as in- 
effectual as it can possibly be, and unless 
some condition is made I fear that all we 
shall have done by this Bill will be to 
legalise what exists at present very largely 
—a certain amount of whole-time employ- 
ment in the agricultural districts. Unless 
the Education Department steps in and 
insists that this concession shall only be | 
made under conditions, I think that the 
object of this Bill will be perverted, and 
we shall have worse and less regular 


school attendances, and compulsory edu- | 


cation will be less effective than it is now | 
in the agricultural districts. It is a great 
danger, and can only be averted by the 
Education Department ; but if the, 


popular education is the most suicidal 
attitude that could be adopted. Better 
education is wanted in the agricultural 
districts, and I hope the hon. and gallant 
Member and his friends will endeavour 
to convince the farmers that if they 
, obtain the services of the children on the 
land for certain months of the year, they 
must, in justice to the children, and in 
honourable keeping of a bargain, see to 
the best of their ability that the children 
attend school during the rest of the year. 
If there is a better tone adopted in the 
speeches of the agricultural Members of 
this House upon this question, it will go 
far to improve the chances of better 
education and to advance it. There are 
other countries besides this which were 
subject to agricultural depression, and 
the people of those countries escaped from 
that depression, not by reducing and 
annulling education, but by increasing it. 
It is the dulness of intellect, lack of 
adaptability, and want of flexibility on the 
part of the agricultural labourer that are in 
a great degree responsible for the depres- 
sion. I was in a small market town in 
educated France from which £40,000 
worth of eggs are exported to this 
country annually, and the landlord of 
the hotel to whom I spoke said he 
always understood that the English were 
a practical people; but that must be a 


mistake, because nothing was easier than 
to produce eggs for the market. Again, 


in Denmark, with the dairy produce 
which is exported to this country. That 
immense exportation is due to the better 
education of the people in that country 
and to nothing else. They attend not only 
primary but secondary schools, and many 
_of them even agricultural colleges, and if 
we had better education in this countr Vv 
agriculture would revive in a like manner. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): The 
hon. Gentleman need not apologise for 
speaking on agricultural matters because 
he is not a farmer, any more than I need 
| apologise for speaking upon this Bill 
because I am not a schoolmaster. He is 
/as perfectly qualified to speak on this 
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matter as on others. All that I wish to 
say is that I hope the Heuse will not 
support the hon. Member for St. Helens 


{COMMONS} 


in his motion for the rejection of this Bill. 
Personally, I opposed the Bill in its first 


stages, but I am now exceedingly glad 
that it has got to its present position. 
We know perfectly well we- have 
obstructed this Bill. It was first possible 
we might have defeated it, but then we 
should have got a very much worse 
measure forced down our throats next 
year. This isa very serious matter for 
the agricultural interest, and we have to 
make the best of it. I wish to thank the 
hon. and learned Member for South 
Shields for having favourably considered 
the very reasonable proposals which we 
made to him some weeks ago. I am glad 
he thought fit to urge the House to 
temper the wind to the shorn lamb, and I 
congratulate him on the progress he has 
made with the Bill. 


*Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I also congratulate my hon. friend on 
having reached this stage of the Bill, for 
I believe no measure has ever passed this 
House with a more unanimous body 
of public opinion behind it. I have 
always been in favour of it, and have not 
the slightest fear of it; on the contrary, 
I believe it will do a great deal of good. 
One hon. Member has declared that there 
is no body of working-class opinion in 
favour of this Bill. But I formerly col- 
lected the opinions of the trade unions 
of this country on a proposal much more 
advanced, by a Bill to extend the school 
age to 14, with certain exemptions ; and 
nine - tenths were in favour of the 
proposition to not merely extend the age 
for day attendance, but to make attend- 
ance at night schools compulsory up to 
the age of 15. The hon. Member for St. 
Helens argued that knowledge acquired 
at school was quickly forgotten. Of 
course, everyone knows that a system of 
cramming a child up to the age of 12 
years, followed by a total absence from 
school afterwards, is calculated to have 
such results; and what we _ want 
to do is to persuade the people of this 
country of the essential fact that the 
child’s mind is best formed between the 
ages of 12 and 15. What we want is 
regular attendance at evening schools for 


at least two years after leaving the day- | 


school, and until we get that our educa- 
tion will remain a failure. With regard 
to the children in agricultural dis- 


Major Rasch. 
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tricts, I congratulate my hon. and learned 
friend on what he has done. He secures, 


‘at any rate, that the children shall remain 


continuously at school for six or eight 
months, between the ages of 11 and 13, 
and that the exemption shall only 
apply during the period at which child- 
labour is useful in the fields. We want to 
keep the children in the rural districts, and 
itis good for their healththatin the summer 
time they should be engaged in easy work 
in the fields. I certainly see no reason 
why we should not follow the example 
of Prussia, Switzerland, and _ other 
countries, and, while allowing exemption 
during the summer months, keep the 
education going in the winter until even 
14 or 15 is reached. It is because that 
system is adopted in other countries that 
they are running us so hard in com- 
mercial competition. 


*Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somerset, E.): 
Complaint has been made that so few 
voices have been raised in support of this 
Bill, but I am sure it is only owing to the 
exigencies of time that many other Mem- 
bers on this side of the House as well as 
on the other have not spoken in favour 
of the measure. As far as ‘its factory pro- 
visions extend, there is one simple and 
sufficent justification for it. It is that 
no less than nine years ago, that this 
nation, in common with other European 
nations, pledged itself to this very im- 
portant alteration in the status of chil- 
dren. [An hon. Member, “ No.”] Well, at 
any rate the British delegates at the 
Berlin Conference concurred in the reso- 
lution which was passed declaring the 
desirability of the change, and they did 
that with the consent of the Government of 
the day, at the head of which was the 
present Prime Minister. I venture to 
think that under these circumstances it 
would not have been surprising if the 
present Government had extended to this 
Bill a still more benevolent attitude than 
they have done. I _ should have 
been better pleased if they had 
themselves passed this Bill, and _ not 
left it to a private Member to gain the 
credit of redeeming what was almost a 
national obligation. I congratulate the 
hon. and learned Member on the ability 
he has shown in piloting the Bill through 
the House of Commons. I feel sure that 
the national conscience throughout the 
greater part of England revolts at seeing 
our children of tender years obliged to 
work in factories. With regard to the 
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agricultural clauses, I confess I look upon 
them as a great experiment which is well 
worth trying, and I trust they will 
prove beneficial alike to employers, 
teachers, and children. Objection has 
been taken to prolonging what has been 
described as the mechanical and un- 
practical system of teaching in our 
schools. 


educational system, takeintoconsideration, 


especially as regards the agricultural dis- | 


tricts, the desirability of making the 


education less unpractical, and giving it a | 
more direct and useful bearing on our | 


industrial life. 


*Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 


Not only is my name on the back of the | 


Bill, but for several years past I have 


always taken the opportunity at public | 
meetings in my constituency to urge | 


upon Lancashire the. desirability of 
curtailing the work of children and 
enabling them to remain longer at school. 
The arguments which occur to me on this 
subject are connected with the health and 


the education of the children, and with | 
the foreign competition which the indus- | 


tries of this country will have to meet. I 
have received several petitions and many 
letters in favour of this Bill, but up to 
the present I have not received a single 
line in condemnation of it. Being a Lan- 
cashire Member, and Manchester being 
practically the home of the Lancashire 
industries, I think it very probable that 
some of the manufacturers who are repre- 
sented by the hon. Member for Stockport 
would have addressed a word of warning 
tome if they had any objection to the 
Bill. The question of health seems to 
me to deserve important consideration, 
and I think anybody who knows the 
Lancashire population must feel that it 
would be desirable if their physical con- 
ditions could be improved.  An_ hon. 
Member has sent to Members of the 
House photographs of workers in Lanca- 


shire, and I think those photographs | 


make out a case for the Bill in a most 
unmistakable wanner. Lately a lady, the 
wife of the Agent-General of New Zealand, 
was in Manchester, and attended a public 
meeting, and she remarked to me upon 
the number of lads who attended the 
meeting. I told her that they were not 
lads, but were fathers of families who had 
heen subjected to the conditions of half- 
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I earnestly hope that the Edu- | 
‘ation Department will, now that this | 
considerable change is being made in our | 
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| timers. I would not like to say that getting 
' upin the morning at half-past five, as chil- 
‘dren, hurrying off in the cold to the mill, 
| stayiag‘in a heated atmosphere, and coming 

out into the cold air again are the only 

elements affecting the health of the people. 

I believe that early marriages and hard 
| work affect their stature. As my hon. 
friend the Member for Stockport has said 
that the health question is of no value, I 
will cite the opinion of Dr. Torrop, of 
Heywood, who probably has among his 
clienttle many factory workers. He 
says: ' 


“Thave no hesitation whatever in reiterating 
the opinion that without a shadow of doubt 
factory life is injurious to hea th. As I have 
put it before so I will put it again. The 
wromising children of 10 degenerate into the 
ean and sallow young persons of 13, and so 
the process continues as they grow older until 
a whole population becomes stunted, and thus 
the conditions of life in the factory become a 
real source of danger to England’s future.” 


These conditions, however, do not exist 
only in Lancashire. They exist also in 
Scotland, and in many other parts of Eng- 
land. Her Majesty’s Chief Inspector of 
Factories, reporting upon work in the 
Dundee jute works, said: 

_ “T do not think the decadence of child labour 
is to be deplored as far as the jute industry is 
concerned, If a jute spinner works hard the 
little shifter works harder. Often have I 
watched the latter continuously at work for 
long spells, rushing from one machine to 
another, perspiring copiously in the stifling 
heat. As I said in my last year’s report, the 
typical Dundee half-timer is somewhat under- 
sized and decidedly thin. These little creatures 
are diminutive when they commence work at 
1] years of age, and the cireumstances under 
which the majority of them labour are such 
that bodily growth is certainly not encouraged 
or fostered thereby.” 

With regard to the educational aspect of 
this question, I share the opinion that 
there is need for much improvement in 
our educational system. I am glad to 
see that the schoolmaster is abroad, and 
that he is specially abroad with reference 
to the education of the children. Mr. 
Bridges, of Oldham, who has been quoted 
before, said that of 300 boys who had 
taken scholarships in Oldham, only 
40 were half-timers, and that it would 
be hopelessly cruel to put them in 
competition with children who spent 
the whole day in school. A good deal 
has been said about widows having 
to suffer by sending their children to 
school and losing the support they might 
otherwise bring them. So far as my ex- 
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perience goes, I am convinced that if there 
is one person who will not suffer her 
children to have any drawback either in 
education or in general well-being, it is a 
widow with young children. In some 
districts of Lancashire the people had 
lately been enjoying a holiday, and in 
Oldham the bankers had to make special 
arrangements to pay out from £40,000 to 
£50,000 or more, in cash, to the employees 
in the town to enable them to-go to the 
seaside for their annual week’s holiday at 
that season. Nobody objects to that, 
but rather rejoices that the wages in 
Lancashire are so good as to enable the 
people to put aside and draw out so 
large a sum. It is, however, rather as- 
tonishing that from those districts where 
large sums can be saved there should 
come complaints that the happiness of 
the home is going to be wrecked be- 
cause two or three shillings per week are 
going to be dropped in some cases by 
curtailing the half-time system. Mr. 
Mawdsley, who represents as fully as 
anybody the general opinion of the 
cotton operatives of Lancashire, says 
he has lived in Lancashire and 
has watched the physical condition of 
the people too long to allow any child of 
his to become a half-timer. In regard to 
the argument that a certain dexterity in 
manipulating yarns is acquired by the 
children when they are young, I may re- 
mind the House that the hon. Member 
for Bolton rejected the argument with 
scorn, and I believe the hon. Member for 
Bury takes the same line. But I am 
going to cite the opinion of three gentle- 
men who are more qualified to express an 
opinion than they are. These gentlemen 
are Mr. Allan Gee, general secretary of 
the weavers and the textile workers ; Mr. 
Ben Turner, general organiser of the 
weavers ; and Mr. Drew, president of the 
Bradford textile operatives. Mr. Gee 
says there is nothing in the argument 
that it is necessary for children to go to 
work at the present age so as to acquire 
dexterity, Mr. Drew characterises it as a 
fairy tale, and Mr. Turner says it is non- 


sense. Having regard to the great 
competition and struggle with other 


nations that lie before us, I ask the 
House to take this small step, which not 
only will fulfil the pledge given at the 


Berlin Congress, but will be for the. 


benefit of the nation at large. It is said 
that half-time is dying. I say “ Let it 
die,” and if we can accelerate the pace by 


Mr. Schwann. 
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passing this Bill I think that is a con- 
summation devoutly to be wished. I 
will conclude by quoting words which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Vice- 
President of the Council used at Berlin 
when pledging Great Britain to raise the 


age: 


“We have confident hopes that millions of 

men, women, and children will derive from it 
a better future and an easier life, and that 
generations to come will be richer, stronger, 
and more virtuous, owing to the eflects of the 
ebro of which the Conference has laid 
down the first outline.” 
I believe this Bill incorporates, although 
only to a small extent, what the right 
hon. Gentleman promised on that occa- 
sion, and I hope that if the Bill goes to 
a Division it will be carried by a large 
majority. 


Mr. J. H. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, Hors- 
ham): The hon. and learned Member 
who has charge of this Bill is to be con- 
gratulated upon the good fortune which 
has attended his efforts—-he is to be con- 
gratulated upon his success at the ballot, 
he is to be congratulated upon the skill 
and tact with which he has carried the 
Bill through its various stages, including 
the Report stage the other night, and he 
is to be congratulated upon having resisted 
the temptation to attempt to revise the 
Factory Acts, and remodel entirely our 
educational system. I think he has exer- 
cised a very wise discretion in dealing 
with one particular part of this important 
subject, and I think I may congratulate 
him, too—and that was the object of my 
rising this afternoon—upon the Amend- 
ment which was introduced into the Bill 
in the course of its progress through the 
House. Ido not see any reason to deplore 
the introduction of that Amendment. It 
may have been due to some lack of moral 
courage on the part of the Government of 
the day—of that I know nothing ; but for 
my part I regard this Amendment as a 
most useful and valuable concession to the 
agricultural interests of the country. 
It may not affect a large number of 
children to raise the educational age from 
eleven to twelve, because I fancy there 
are few school authorities in the country 
where the age limit is as low as eleven; 
but I am convinced of this, that the 
Amendment, which gives power to the 
school authorities to allow children em- 
ployed in agriculture to become practi- 
cally half-timers, is one which will be of 
great service in agricultural districts. 
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The difficulty at the present time in our 
agricultural districts is the difficulty of 
finding labour—it is an anxiety now; in 
a very short time it will be a very serious 
difficulty indeed—because the moment a 
child has left school, the moment a boy 
has completed what I may call his statu- 
tory education, he goes down to the 
station and becomes a booking clerk, a 
ticket collector, or a telegraph boy, or, at 
all events, he does not go on the land. 
His first object is to get away as fast as 
he can, and the result is that we have no 
young men coming on to take the place 
of the agricultural labourers who are 
passing away; no young men in the 
country who care to learn the trade of an 
agricultural labourer—because that trade 
does require a certain amount of skill 
and the result is that farmers are not 
able to offer such good wages as they 
could give to men who thoroughly 
understand their business. It is my 
belief that if the young men in 
the country were to turn their minds a 
little more to learning the trade by which 
their fathers lived and became strong and 
healthy and happy men, they would make 
themselves able to earn wages far beyond 
anything that they can earn at the 
present time. If we are to keep strong, 
healthy, and industrious men on the land, 
we must be prepared to offer them more 
advantages than we give them at the 
present time, and I believe they would 
undoubtedly be able to command better 
wages if in their youth they were taught 
the trade or profession of agriculture in a 
practical way. For that reason I most 
heartily support this Bill, because in rural 
districts the young children will have a 
chance during several months of the year 
of learning the trade of an agricultural 
labourer, so that when they come to the 
age of 13 and leave school, they will be 
fitted to take their places on the farm, 
and be able to command wages which 
will compare favourably with what they 
could earn in other occupations, and thus 
they will not have the same inducement 
or the same temptation to go away from 
the land as they have at the present time. 
The result will be that we shall keep a 
good class of men on the land, and we shall 
see the houses in our villages filled 
with a prosperous, contented, and wage- 
earning peasantry. 
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Mr. HARWOOD (Lancashire, Bolton) : 


I propose to say one or two words in 


VOL. LXXII. [Fourtm Sertes.] 


{14 JuNE 1889} 


Children Pill. 


| reply to the remark of the hon. Member 
for Stockport, that no response has been 
made to the arguments which he brought 
forward at a previous stage of this Bill. 
On that occasion hon. Members in favour 
of the Bill imposed upon themselves a self- 
denying ordinance, because they wanted 
to insure the passage of the measure, 
and their silence was in no way due 
to any lack of arguments. As one 
who has been for many years an 
employer of short-timers, and has watched 
the system with some care, I feel that even 
'I may have something to say worthy of 
the hon. Member’s notice. There seems 
to be an impression in this House, and 
‘certainly in the press, that this Bill has 
been forced upon Lancashire, but I venture 
to say that that is a total misapprehension. 
I think the hon. Member in charge of the 
Bill will not object to my saying that it 
was generated in Lancashire, and had the 
fortunes of the ballot not declared other- 
wise, it would have been introduced by a 
Lancashire Member. While we have 
to be thankful that it has secured 
such an excellent pilot as the hon. 
Member for South Shields, we do 
not wish it to be forgotten that the 
_main lines of the ship were laid down in 
the County Palatine. Much has been 
said about the feeling of Lancashire 
on the subject. Although we have been 
brought into constant contact with large 
numbers of men who employ half-timers, 
neither the hon. Member for Bury, who 
has taken so much interest in the Bill, 
nor myself have ever heard a word of 
protest, either in public or private, against 
the proposed change. I am quite sure 
that the employers recognise that in the 
natural course of events it is inevitable, 
‘and that it ought to be accepted in a 
spirit of true patriotism. The hon. 
Member fer Stockport has often trotted 
out the result of the ballot among the 
weavers. We have been told that 77,000 
voted against the proposed change. They 
are, however, only a comparatively small 
part of a body, which in its narrowest 
limits contains 314,000 members. But 
that is not all. There are between 
500,000 and 600,000, none of whom, 
beyond the 77,000, have protested against 
the Bill. The spinners, too, are con- 
cerned, but they have made no protest at 
all, either in public or private. The hon. 
Member for Bury and I have met repre- 
sentative gatherings of trade unionist 
leaders, who have certainly made some 
representations respecting the raising of 
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the half-time age, but their opposition, | 


if opposition it can be called, has) 
been of a feeble and __ half-hearted | 
character. Many of these gentlemen | 


have expressed to me personally their | 
feelings to this effect : “The change is | 
carried, and we shall adapt ourselves to 
it.” But there is another gauge that the 
House can apply to the feeling with 
regard to the Bill, and that is ‘the action 
of the operatives themselves in decreasing 
the number of half-timers. In 1891 the | 
number was 173,000; in 1897 it had | 
sunk to 110,000. Some hon. Members | 
may, perhaps, ask why, under the cir- | 
cumstances, the system should not be left | 
to die a natural death. The answer 
is, because there are always people 
actuated by motives not shared by | 
the majority, and there always comes 
a time when public opinion, — suffi- 
ciently developed, should be backed 
by law. The hon. Member for Stock- | 
port has said that no facts have been 
brought forward showing the effects of | 
the half-time system to be bad. It would | 
not become me, as a millowner, to .say 
that mills are not well ventilated and | 
otherwise well arranged from a sanitary | 
point of view. Nor could I say so with 
truth. At the same time, the funda- 
mental conditions of the problem are such 
that work in mills is physically disadvan- 
tageous to children. Whatare the facts ? 
Archdeacon Wilson, of Rochdale, who 
was formerly head-master of Clifton 


School, has for many years, as many 
hon. Members know, taken _ sta- 
tistics relating to the health of | 


children, both at schools and in the cot- 
ton mills ; and what are his conclusions ? 
While up to the age of 11 working-class 
hoys and middle-class boys increase in 
height and weight on almost parallel 
lines, after that age the working-class 
boys fall off relatively both in height and 
weight. It is not simply the deflection of 
a curve, it is a distinct sweep; and in 
the case of the working-class boys the 
Archdeacon calls it the half-time curve. 
Between the ages of 11 and 13. the 
increase of height and weight in public 
school boys is double the augmentation in 
working-class boys. In other words, at 
the most important age, when the con- 
stitution is changing and the faculties are 
developing most rapidly, half-time 
children are subjected to a system which 
diminishes their natural increase by half. | 
I do not wish to weary the House with | 


statistics, but the hon. Member for Stock- ' 


Mr. Harwood. 
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| relative of my own. 
| constituency, and he said that what struck 


are deficient in intelligence. 
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port has asked for them. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Stockport is a clever politician, 
and no doubt he asks this question about 
the effects of the half-time system because 
he knows it is difficult for a Lancashire 
man to answer. It is not easy for Lan- 
cashire Members to tell the House that 
their constituents are undersized. It is 
not wise for a Member to run his consti- 
tuents down ; but whatever risk may be in- 
volved I will speak the truth and say openly 
that in the manufacturing districts the 
physique of the people is distinctly below 
what it ought to be and what it is in 
other parts of the country. I was lately 
visited by an Australian politician, a 
I took him round my 


him most was the smallness of the people. 
This gentleman was kind enough to add 
that he was also struck by their intelli- 
gent looks. The hon. Member for Stock- 
port has asked whether Lancashire people 
I dare not 
say that they are. Their natural superi- 
ority has perhaps enabled them up to the 


| present to countervail their disadvantages, 


but they have not had a fair chance. 
They will be far better when the half- 
time system, with its injury to health and 
education, is at an end. It is becoming 
worse every year in its effects on those 
who, following their parents, still cling to 
it. Those of us who know anything of 
machinery know that it is run much 
more quickly, is more complicated, and 
more extensive than it used to be, and 
the strain it places on the faculties of 
children is much greater that it was 20 
years ago. It has been said that sending 
children to the mill early gives them 


technical training. That is a mistake. 
As a matter of fact, such train- 
ing has ceased to be possible for 
children 11 years old, because the 


machines are so rapid and so large that 
millowners dare not put these youngsters 
to anything but sweeping up and _ attend- 
ing generally. But there is another thing 
which I should like to tell the hon. Mem- 
ber. Personally, I have ceased to em- 
ploy children under 12 years of age, and, 
after observation of the result, I have 
come to the conclusion that the extra 
year for the cultivation of the mind and 
the development of the body enables 
children to learn mill work better and 
more quickly. It was said in a previous 
Debate that farmers de not believe in 
education. I believe that state of mind 
has much to do with the wretched condi- 
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tion of English agriculture. What is 
wanted on the land is not so much money 
as brains. A celebrated artist, when asked 
what he mixed his colours with, replied, 
“Brains.” I believe if English farming 
were mixed with more brains, it would 
be more prosperous. It must begin by 
the more stringent enforcement of 
elementary education, and by the multi- 
plication of technical schools and colleges. 
Lancashire, at any rate, has dis- 
covered that intellectual training is 


{14 JUNE 1899} 
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that the parents who are now keeping 
their children at school and away from 
the mill are beginning to find out that 
the parents who allow their children to 
do half-time are hindering their children 
in their education very considerably. 
This is a point which I have pressed on 
my constituents, and it is a very im- 
portant matter in the consideration of 
this question. It is unfair to the teachers 
of these schools, because you are asking 
them to do an impossible thing—to keep 
all the children in a line, and educate 





good for trade. The people of that 
county have not continued this half-time | them as children ought to be educated. 
system because they are greedy or hard-| This is not a matter that applies only to 
hearted, but because they have grown up| England. I have received a letter from a 
with it ; and the state of the Ministerial | friend in Germany, where the same 
henches shows how Conservative they are, | complaint prevails, that all the classes 
not only in politics but in other matters. | in the school are overcrowded. —§ What 
Foreign competition is a great and in-| must it be in schools where the classes 
creasing difficulty. If we are to hold our | are not overcrowded, where there is a 
place in the world it must be primarily | certain percentage of children attending , 
by the quality of our work. That quality | school half the day only, and hindering 
depends on the development of the intelli- | the progress of the ‘whole school? My 
gence and the physical condition of the | hon. friend the Member for Stockport 
people, and, as a Lancashire Member and | has had a great innings in this matter as, 
cotton spinner, I ask the House to pass | regards the number of speeches he has 
the Bill, because in the end it will be a} made as to what concerns Lancashire. 
great hoon to the trade of the country | The hon. Member has again quoted the 
and of great advantage to the people. | figures of the ballot, but he has forgotten 
to tell the House that out of 2 member- 
Mr. JAMES KENYON (Lancashire, ship of 85,000 of the Weavers’ Union, 62 
Bury): I have listened in the House to| per cent. would be composed of young 
two or three Debates in which several | unmarried girls. They are not the 
experts on education on both sides have | parents of the half-timers. I would like 
given their opinion, and I have listened | to call the hon. Member’s attention to 
to the speeches of the Vice-President of | what the secretary of one of the divisions 
the Council on Edueation, and in almost | of the Northern Counties Weavers’ 
every speech the burden of complaint has | Union has said. He pointed out that the 
been that children are taken away from | parents of these half-timers were mostly 
school too early. ‘The unsatisfactory | people in good positions—joiners, black- 
feature of the work of English education | smiths, mechanics, farmers—who could 
is that the children are taken away from | well afford to send their children to 
school too soon. I am afraid that the | school, and had no reason to send them 
half-time system is one of the factors in| to the mill for the extra six months. I 
this matter. A child is at work in the | will give a typical instance of the condi 


mill at six o'clock in the morning, and | tion of some of these parents. One has a 


‘inthe afternoon of the same day he /| family of eight children, each of whom 


isexpected to go to school and learn his| goes to work as a_ half - timer. 
lessons. Under these conditions a great | [ suppose when the seventh and eighth 
many children are naturally sleepy, and, | child would be going half-time to the mil! 
to put it mildly, are not in a fit condition | and half-time to the school, probably the 
to acquire the education that is offered | income coming to that house would be 
tothem. But there is also another factor | £300 or £400 a year. This is the sort of 
in this question which deserves attention. | capitalist who sends children to work 
The hon. Member for Bolton has pointed | half-time in the mill and half-time at 
out that there are far fewer halt-timers | school, depriving them of the education 
in this country now than formerly, and | which they ought to have; and the Eng- 
he quoted figures to establish his point. | lish taxpayer, who is providing a vast 
He was perfectly right, and I believe | amount of money every year for the ost 
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of education, has a right to see that this | good to the technical schools of the country 
education is carried out in the best | by sending the boys to them better taught 
possible manner. The half-time system | elementarily, while the passage of the Bill 
is a bad system as regards education, and | through this House, and I hope through 
the sooner it is entirely done away | another place, will be a very great benefit, 
with the better. I can only congratulate | not only to Lancashire, but to the whole 
my hon. and learned friend on the success | of this kingdom. 
he has so far achieved with the Bill, and | 
I hope that in a few years from this time, at | Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
proper intervals—because we must not do | side): I am sure the speeches we have 
these things too suddenly orall atonce—the | heard from the hon. Member for Bolton 
half-time system will be abolished entirely. | and the hon. Member for Bury have given 
. a : , | great encouragement to those of us who 
Mr. DUNCOMBE rose in his place, | ts in the development of our educational 
and claimed to move, “ That the Question | system the real hope of the future pros- 
be now put” ; but Mr. Speaker withheld |perity of our country. During this 
his assent, and declined then to put that | Debate we have heard a great deal about 
Question. ‘the attitude of the trades unions on this 
Mr. JAMES KENYON: One reason | question of half-time. It is a fact that 
why I have had great pleasureinsupporting | trades unions immediately interested in 
this measure is that I am perfectly certain | textile work have, so far as oflicial votes 
that 10, 15, or 20 years hence you will have | are concerned, gone against this Bill. 
to have a higher standard of education in, But the hon. Member for Bolton ex- 
the trading classes of this country. The | pressed the feeling which I believe exists 
technical schools are not doing that in the minds of all the textile leaders— 
amount of good they ought to be doing, | viz., that in their heart of hearts they 
the reason being that the elementary | welcomed this Bill, although they knew 
education of the children is deficient. | that through the half-time system, through 
The whole complaint in my part of the lack of education, through this hereditary 
country from the technical schools is that | system growing up from father to son, it 
the boys come to learn different trades, but | was very difficult indeed for them to put 
their elementary education in reading, before their members in such a way as to 
writing, and arithmetic has not been pro- convince them a question which affected 
perly attended to, In this respect the the weekly revenue of their families. The 
Bill of my hon. and learned friend will | best evidence you have that there was 
be a great improvement. It is a modest no heart in this opposition was found in 
Bill ; it only means that the children will the small number of men who came into 
have to attend school another six months | the lobby during the Second Reading of 
—surely not a very terrible departure. the later stages of this Bill. Nobody 
I am confident that if the House of | knows better how to “lobby” than the 
Commons passes this Bill it will do avery | trades union leaders of Lancashire, and 
great benefit indeed, not only to Lanca- the mere fact that very few came here is 
shire but to the whole of the trading in itself very good evidence, of what 
classes of this country. There has | their real opinion was. The _ trades 
been some talk about the children | unionists are constantly being told by en- 
not being able to learn their trade ployers that we are driving away trade 
so well at the later age, and not from this country, and we in our way have 
being so amenable to discipline and | tried to persuade and convince the work- 
instruction. I can only say that the men of the country that if they are to 
experience of a number of friends of mine | hold their own in the markets of the 
is that the boys will learn their trade just world they must give of their very best— 
as well at 12 as at 11. Theolderchildren, | that this is no mere capitalist plea, but 
as a rule, are much more likely to make | that it is the bedrock of the industrial 
less waste with the work than when they situation—that you must have an educated 
begin to learn the different processes at class of workmen, that you must have 
the earlier age. I think that that argu-| men whoare not merely physically strong, 
ment is really worth very little indeed. but that they must be mentally vigorous 
The rest which the children will get in| as well. What do we see? Here is! 
the morning will help them in their | Bill which is as modest as any Bill of the 
education, and the raising of the standard | kind could well be. It has to depent 
of education will doan immense amount of | upon the fortune of the ballot ; when the 
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Second Reading was moved it was carried | positive pain to the speech of the hon. 


by an enormous majority, a decision which 
was come to without any guidance from 
the Leader of the House or from the 
Government as such ; it goes through its 
later stages, and we do not receive the 
slightest help from the Ministry ——— 

SEVERAL Hon. MEMBERS: The 
Vice-President ! 

Mr. MADDISON: I was about to say 
so, if you will allow me to finish the sen- 
tence. We have had nosupport from the 
Leader of the House, and the only leading 
—and that has not been a very extended 
one——was from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Vice-President of the Council. What 
I feel, and what the country feels, is that 
this, the most important Bill of the 
session as I believe it to be, has not re- 
ceived, with that one exception, anything 
like the support that it ought to have re- 
ceived from the Government. Ido not wish 
to continue this Debate at any length. I 
can only join withthe hon. Memberfor Not- 
tingham in his fears about the agricultural 
Amendment that the hon. and learned 
Member had to accept really as the price 
of his Bill. I do think that is an 
object lesson—that in the closing year of 
this century it should be necessary, in 
order to get a modest Bill of this sort 
through this House, for the promoter of it 
to make a compromise which at any 
rate the agricultural Members regarded 
as of such importance from their point of 
view that they withdrew their opposition. 
Astheir point of viewisclearly notthe point 
of view of the Bill itself, I cannot help 
feeling that there is some danger in it, 
and that danger is increased because there 
has been no response to the appeal of the 
hon. Member for Nottingham on the part 
of the Vice-President of the Council. He 
speaks with authority as an educational 


expert, and he has told the House 
that if the Education Department 
-takes certain steps this Amend- 


ment may become not so dangerous, 
and he rightly asks the Vice-President of 
the Council to give the House some 
sort of assurance in that direction. The 
Vice-President has not done so. 
Personally, I am quite confident that 
so far as his influence is concerned 
he will do all that he possibly can in this 
direction, but we know that his influence 
isnot always predominant, and that his 
policy does not always stamp the 


Education Department. I listened with | 


Member for St. Helens, who told us, 
using that semi-pious language which 
generally accompanies the worst form of 
reaction, that Providence had destined the 
great mass of working people to go and 
work for their daily bread, and that there- 
fore we ought to facilitate the time when 
the children could earn something for their 
parents. But has education no other 
value than that of wages? It is this low 
conception of education, this mistaken 
notion of education, which is playing 
such mischief in our midst. When the 
nation realises that education is a national 
asset, when it understands that in our 
schools and by our school teachers we have 
the real making of the England of the future, 
it will not grudge, as it now does, almost 
every penny that is spent upon education, 
it will not grudge the child another year 
out of the factory ; but it will realise that 
in the making of brain, and in the giving 
of opportunity for muscles to be developed 
by play at the age when nature intended 
they should be, you are bringing up an 
intellectually and physically strong man- 
hood, which in the severe years which 
face England will enable us to hold our 
own. But to have elaborate apologies for 
ignorance from one or two Members 
opposite is really deplorable. The almost 
absurd argument that this Bill would pre- 
vent young children from learning their 
trade has been entirely disposed of by the 
hon. Member for Bolton. I believe as 
firmly as any manin this House can in the 
proper apprenticeship of children, but if 
that apprenticeship is to be worth any- 
thing at all there must be years of careful 
preparation, and I stand up and repudiate 
with all the strength of which. I am 
capable the unwarranted attack upon the 
National Union of Teachers with respect 

to this agitation and with respect to 
this Bill. The trades unionists have 
long realised that the National Union of 
Teachers, and the teachers generally, are 

the best friends of the nation, and so far 

from being worthy of condemnation, I, 

for my part, couple them with the hon. 

Member for Bury, the hon. Member for 

Bolton, and the hon. and learned Member 
who has charge of this Bill, and say that 
the country owes a deep debt of gratitude 
to them for this small modicum of reform. 

In conclusion, I cannot help asking why 


| Lancashire should be made an exception. 


How is it that it is only the Lancashire 
parent in the main who needs his child to 
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go half-time to the mill? Does the hon. 
Member for Stockport mean to say that 
Lancashire is an exceptionally poor part 
of the country? Does he mean to say 


{COMMONS} 


that the wages of the Lancashire opera-_ 


tive are not sufficiently large to enable 
him to send his child to school, as the 
artisan of Sheffield, or Hull, or other 
cities and towns of the Kingdom does ? 
If he does maintain that, surely the 
remedy is not todwarf the mind and body 


of the children, but that the trades 
unionists of whom he was_ speaking 


should turn their energies to better pur- 
pose, and see that their men get better 
wages, as their comrades in other parts of 
‘the country have done with great success. 
Although we have to watch the agricul- 
tural Amendment, and we cannot speak 
confidently of that, yet, nevertheless, with 
that unfortunate exception, I would ex- 
press my thanks to the hon. and learned 
Member for the persistency and skill with 
which this Bill has been brought to its 
present stage. We shall always look 
‘hack to the proceedings in connection 
with this Bill as in the main showing the 
House in its best light, as proving-to us 
that employers of labour can get out of 
their narrow surroundings, that they can 
get out of the class circle in which they 
move, and lcok above and beyond mere 
profits, and that they can speak a word 
for those mute thousands who can have 
no champion in this House, who are silent 
in all such assemblies, and who are power- 
less and absolutely in the hands of those 
who are their parents. There are times 
when it is necessary for the State to even 
stand between the parent and the child, 
and if ever there was one the present is 
suck an occasion. 

THe VICE-PRESIDENT or 
COUNCIL ror EDUCATION (Sir J. 
Gorst, Cambridge University) : 
always seemed to me during the Debates 


on this Bill that its passage would be | 
best promotcd by abstaining from making | 


speeches. But after what has been said 


by the hon. Member for Sheffield I think | 


I must trouble the House. When what 


is called the agricultural Amendment was | 
moved by the hon. Member for South | 
did give an assurance to | 
Educa- | 
I represent, | 
it would be | 
necessary for me to repeat on this ocea- | 
I said then that that Amendment | feeling and less controversy. 
had been most carefully considered by my | tened this afternoon with the greatest 


Shields I 
. the House, on 
tion Department, which 
which I did not think 


behalf of the 


sion. 


Mr. Maddison. 


shown in introducing this Bill, and the 
THE | 


It | 
this Bill, or any party feeling. This Bill 
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noble friend the Lord President of the 
Council and his advisers, that it was the 
opinion of the Education Department that 
that Amendment would work, and that 
under it it would be quite possible to 
ensure what the House desired—that the 
attendance of children employed in agri- 
culture during the winter should be a 
real attendance, and their exemption 
from school attendance in the summer 
should really be made up by sufficient and 
proper attendance during the winter. | 
van only repeat that assurance now in the 
same words in which I gave it at the 
Committee stage of the Bill. As I amon 
my legs may I be allowed to congratulate 
most heartily the-hon. and learned Member 
for South Shields on his success in carry- 
ing this extremely important Bill to its 
present stage. I hope he may have a 
long and successful Parliamentary career 
before him, but I am sure he will never, 
whatever may be his achievements in time 
to come, regret his name being associated 
with this measure, which I believe will be 
most important to the future of the com- 
munity. 

Sir W. HARCOURT (Monmouthshire, 
W.): I am sure the House has heard with 
great satisfaction the assurance of the 
right hon. Gentleman in answer to the 
appeal of the hon. Member for Notting- 
ham. I am sure the House will never 
regret the afternoon of a day which it 
spent in giving what I hope will bea 
unanimous vote in support of the Bill we 
are now considering. I wish individually 
to associate myself with the congratula- 
tions the hon. Member for South Shields 
has already received for the zeal he has 


judgment he has evinced in the conduct 
of the Bill. I am sure he desired as little 
as any of us to introduce, unnecessarily, 
controversial considerations in regard to 


has been the doing of the House ot 
Commons. 
be called a soldiers’ battle about this Bill, 
and it is all the better for it. Anyone 
who recollects the history of factory legis 
lation, and to a great degree educational 
legislation, knows that that legislation 
has been the doing of private Members, 
and that private Members have advan- 
tages that Governments sometimes do not 
possess, because their promotion of 
measures of this kind arouses less party 
T have lis 


We have had what may wellf 
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satisfaction to what I must consider to be — 
the voice of Lancashire, as expressed in 
the eloquent speech of the hon. Member 
for Wigan, and in the able and courageous 
speeches of the hon. Members for Bolton 
and Bury, and I venture to say that, 
according to my belief, they express the 
enlightened opinion of that great county. 
I have often spoken in this House and 
expressed my opinion as to the absolute 
inadequacy and inefficiency of the exist- 
ing system of education in this country, 
especially its elementary education. In 
no part of the country is it more deficient 
—and I speak of that as having more per- 
sonal knowledge of it—than in the agricul- 
tural districts. In my opinion, education in 
agricultural districts at this time is a dis- 
grace to this country, when you compare 
it with the education of countries which 
have jess resources, and which might be 
expected to extract from their children 
what you would really almost call their 
life blood by putting them to work at an 
age too early, and removing them from 
the inestimable advantages of education. 
[ must say I think it is a disgrace to this 
great and wealthy country that our ele- 
mentary education should be what it is at 
present. In that respect, I have always 
desired to support to the utmost of my 
ability views which, I know, are enter- 
tained by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Vice-President of the Council, and I am 
confident that he will act upon those views. 
[hope this Bill is only the commencement 
of that which will be followed up, and 
must necessarily be followed up, by 
measures of the same description when 
the country has learnt that, so far from 
being a disadvantage, they are a great 
advantage to every class of the com- 
munity. Therefore, Sir, I hope we shall 
by a unanimous vote pass the Bill of my 
hon. and learned friend, which will add 
at once, I believe, not only to the health, 
hut to the wealth of this nation. 


*CoLONEL MELLOR (Lancashire, Rad- 
cliffe): I do not rise in any spirit of 
hostility to this Bill, but only to ask the 
Vice-President of the Council if along 
with this Bill he will grant a certificate, 
so that after the Bill is passed—I hope by 
a unanimous vote—there may be a certifi- 
cate granted which would enable local 
authorities to grant exemptions in the 
case of poor parents, those who, owing to 
distressed circumstances, cannot well 
afford to give up the earnings of half- 
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timers after eleven years of age. I am 
assured by my hon. and learned friend 
who introduced the Bill that the law 
already provides for that exemption. 
Although I have been advised differently, 
I accept his assurance this afternoon; I 
only ask, seeing we have certificates for 
all manner of exemptions, that a certificate 
may be granted to the local authorities, 
so that those who are employed in Lan- 
cashire may know that they have an 
opportunity in the case of distressed cir- 
cumstances of employing their children 
when eleven years of age. We are asked 
why Lancashire demands these exemp- 
tions ; is Lancashire such an exceptionally 
poor county? The reason is simply and 
solely that the textile trade of Lancashire 
affords to operatives in cotton mills an 
employment for children which is not 
afforded by any other trade in the country. 
We have been asked why does Leeds em- 
ploy its half-timers when Huddersfield and 
Halifax have largely dispensed with them ? 
Simply because in Leeds, as in Lancashire, 
they can find methods of employment suit- 
able for children, which will do the children 
no harm, which involve comparatively little 
fatigue, and at the same time carry on 
education to a period largely beyond the 
period of education over the country 
generally. In speaking at Leeds only the 
other day, the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Wolverhampton alluded to 
the fact that there are 1} millions of chil- 
dren between the ages of eleven and 
fourteen in this country, and of those 
half a million are not on the register, and 
of those who are on the register only 
about 20 per cent. pass the fourth 
standard. ‘The half-timers of Lancashire 
do not come into this category. The 
parents are compelled to send their chil- 
dren to school up to the age of thirteen 
years. Of all school children they are 
most regular in their attendance, because 
if they miss a half-day they are com- 
pelled by the law to go the whole of the 
next day. Nor are they behind in regard 
to the standards. We find that the half- 
timers of Lancashire do not leave school 
after the fourth standard, and that about 
five-sixths pass the fifth, sixth, and seventh 
standards. So that we have no right to 
say that the half-time system is so injurious 
to education as has been represented. We 
have been told, too, that the backward- 
ness of children in regard to technical 
education is the result of the half-time 
system. This is_ entirely inaccurate. 
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Half-time children go to school till they 
are 13, fully a year longer than the general 
average of the children throughout the 
country. But that is not sufficient. Un- 
less you can keep them in touch with 


education—and this is what I have urged | 
all my life long—through night schools, | 


until they are 15, 16, or 17 years of age, 
you will still have that fatal gap between 


the elementary day school and the tech- | 
We | 
have heard about the poor Lancashire | 


nical school. Just one other point. 


parents. I was asked by one of my own 
weavers: 
“Have those gentlemen in London who 
g 


passed the Second Reading of this Bill ever | 


considered what would happen in the case of 
poor parents? I have been one myself, and | 
ean speak from knowledge and experience. I 
am speaking of those who have five or six 
children, and a only get £1 a week as 
weavers. Unless their children who are 11 
years of age may go to work in the mills, it 
will mean that the mothers will go back tothe 
mills to work, and of those two evils the latter 
will be much the greater.” 

I think that man was quite right. I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will consider 
my point, and grant a certificate by which 
half-timers may, in the case of extreme 
poverty, be allowed to work in the mills 
at eleven years of age, as at present. 


Question, ‘“ That the word ‘now’ stand 
part of the Question,” put and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read the third time, and passed. 
SERVICE FRANCHISE BILL 
(As amended, considered.) 
*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): With regard to the 
registration of voters, this Bill is left in a 


somewhat curious position by the Amend- 
ment which was accepted the other day. 


I see that it is the intention of the hon. | 


Member who has charge of the Bill to 
attempt to reverse the decision which the 
Committee came to upon that occasion, 


and I shall—knowing that he is master of | 


the battalions, although no doubt a stout 
res stance will be offered to that proposal— 
I shall not speak at length as I should 
otherwise have done, and I will confine 
myself to matters arising under the Bill 
as it originally stood. The hon. Baronet 
has placed in his Bill a provision as to 
which a good deal of attention has been 
called by Irish Members on former occa- 


Colonel Mellor. 
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| sions in connection with registration in 
| Ireland. The words of that provision, I 
| think, have been taken from a clause 
‘in the Representation of the People 
| Act of 1884, which established the ser- 
vice franchise. If this new clause of 
mine is not accepted, we shall have to 
| scrutinise very carefully the provisions a 
little lower dowu. But, apart from these 
words, the present system is one which is 
established under the Representation of 
the People Act, 1884. That is sub- 
| stantially still in force, although it has 
been somewhat modified. That system 
rests on a declaration which was put 
jin in the year 1884 on the motion of 


Franchise Bill. 


| the late Mr. Edward Stanhope, on behalf 
(of the Gentlemen who now sit on 
the front bench and constitute the Go- 
vernment of the Conservative Party. It 
is the impression of some persons that the 
whole proceeding takes place under these 
words of Mr. Stanhope’s ; but that is not 
the case, for there is not only a form intro- 
duced by which an inquiry is made as to 
service, and a form is given, which is filled 
up, and then those persons are placed 
upon the list ; but the overseers are also 
able to place persons on the service fran- 
chise entirely apart from the use of that 
form, and the revising barristers are able 
to transfer people from the ordinary list 
| to tl e service franchise list, and vice versé. 
| A most extraordinary want of uniformity 
prevails throughout the country with 
regard to the extent to which these privi- 
leges are available. I will mention one ex- 
treme case,which isa striking one. In two 
divisions of Northumberland there are a 
large number of service voters, such as 
shepherds and persons of that class. In 
one of these divisions there are over 
1,300 service voters on the register, 
while in the adjoining division there are 
but eight service voters on the register 
|atall. That shows that in some cases 
the overseers place them on the list as 
they should do, whilst in other places 
'they put them on as ordinary tenants. 
This practice is not very carefully scru- 
tinised in court, because it does not affect 
the Parliamentary vote. Supposing that 
‘the Amendment of my hon. friend the 
Member for North Monmouth, which was 
carried the other day, should not be 
' reversed, the case is stronger than if the 
| Bill stands as it formerly stood, because 
| that Amendment would affect persons who 
| would be indistinguishable from the lodger 
class, except for the fact that they do not 
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pay £10 a year, and the case for making | 


them go through the same form as lodgers 
would be made all the stronger. But 
even under the Bill as it stands, without 
the Amendment of my hon. friend, we 
must remember how the service franchise 
is affected by the Bill itself. This Bill 
will introduce to the service franchise 
voters who are under the strictest dis- 
cipline, such as persons who live in 
cubicles, and who are subject to the 
orders of some person who has the power 
of moving them about. Where you have 
militiamen living in a single room in 
cubicles it will be absolutely within the 
power of the sergeant or the staff-sergeant 
who has control of these men to break 
their occupation. By shifting a man— 
which he has the power to do by military 
discipline—from one cubicle to another, 
he prevents that man qualifying for a 
vote by occupation ; whereas with another 
militiaman all he has to do is to leave 
him undisturbed, and that man will come 
on the register. This is a matter which 
ought to be very carefully scrutinised, 
because there are cases where this power 
may possibly be abused. There have 
been cases under the present law where 
this has happened, and it will be abused 
in the future. The Amendment which I 
have placed upon the paper is the only 
means which occur to me for meeting 
this difficulty, for it applies the fourth 
section of the Act of 1867 to this case. 
It makes the people claim as if they were 
lodgers, subject, of course, to the pro- 
visions of the Act of 1878, by which the 
old lodgers obtained a prima facie right. 
They do not have to attend unless they 
are objected to, and receive notice of 
such objection. I need hardly say 
that if a better way were suggested 
to the House I should very gladly with- 
draw this particular form of words ; but I 
have taken the only words which occur to 
me, and I beg to move the new clause 
which stands in my name. 


New clause— 


“All enactments and all orders made in 
pursuance of the Registration Acts which relate 
to the registration of persons entitled to vote 
in respect of a lodger qualification shall relate 
with the necessary variations and alterations 
of precepts, notices, lists, and other forms to 
persons qualified to vote under the service 
tranchise.”—(Sir C. Dilke.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 
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Motion made and Question proposed— 
“That the clause be read a second time.” 


Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Cam- 
berwell, Dulwich) : I am sorry to have to 
oppose the introduction of this clause, but 
I consider that it would be greatly against 
the interests of the voter that he should 
have to go and make a claim for his vote. 
It seems to me that the right hon. Gen- 
tleman opposite, who desires that every 
man should have a vote, ought to try in 
every possible way to make it easy for a 
man to obtain a vote. I think if the ser- 
vice franchise voter has to go and ask for 
time off in order to substantiate his 
claim, it would be greatly to the detri- 
ment of that man obtaining a vote. As 
regards the words which were left out the 
other day, Iam one of those who would 
be rather incline 1 to thank the hon. Gen- 
tleman on the other side for moving to 
leave out those words, because his action 
will strengthen my side from a party 
point of view. But the object of this 
Bill has not been at all to do that; it 
is simply to undo a decision of the Courts 
and correct the injustice that was done 
by the decision of the Lords of Appeal 
against the decision of Lord Justice Rigby, 
when he said that a dwelling-room must 
have walls right up to the ceiling. It is 
only for that purpose that this Bill has 
been brought forward. If the words I 
have alluded to are left out, then all our 
butlers and footmen and employees in 
hotels and in different businesses, where 
the owner lives upon the premises and 
‘an exercise an influence upon them, 
would be put on the register. I should 
not object to that, although it is a much 
further extension of the franchise than 
was contemplated in the Representation 
of the People Act of 1884. I know it 
will be a great gain to a certain Party if 
those words are left out, but I have treated 
this Bill as I believe it was right and 
proper I should treat it, and I have simply 
tried to get back the original intention of 
the Bill, and I do hope that my right hon. 
friend will not press this particular 
Instruction, because it will be necessary 
for us to oppose it. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): lam 
sorry that the right hon. Baronet opposite 
has decided to oppose this Amendment, 
and I think the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Forest of Dean has done 


weaker’ ie 
;@ great public service in moving the 
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introduction of this new clause. I am 
sure the right hon. Baronet opposite 
has no party intention or political end in 
view in bringing in this Bill, but I must 
look at it in the light in which it will 
affect Ireland. I take the case of the 
City of Derry. This Bill, if it is passed 
in its present form, will lose to the 
Nationalists the representation of the 
City of Derry and also North Tyrone, 
and probably another seat which I do not 
care to particularise. I think that the 
decision of the courts, which the hon. 
Baronet by his Bill is seeking to get rid 
of, was one of the most just decisions 
which was ever arrived at in a registra- 
tion case. Suppose an employer in a large 
way of business has ten assistants, and 
they are living in a dormitory. At 
present they have not the franchise unless 
they each occupy a separate room. But 
what the right hon. Baronet opposite 
desires is this—that if they are put into 
cubicles they shall each have a vote. At 
the present time they must have a divid- 
ing line or partition, and they must have 
a roof or a ceiling over it. Now, Ido not 
think it is a great deal to require that a 
person should occupy one room, and that 
there should be a ceiling over it. Take 
the case of a policeman who lives with 
other policemen at the station, and there 
is a plank between their beds. Under 
this Bill the inspector could claim a vote 
for every one of these policemen living in 
cubicles. What the Court said was that they 
must draw the line somewhere, and they 
decided that a “ house” is not a bunk in 
which a policeman sleeps. I think that 
was a sound decision. Now, what does 
the hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean seek to do by his Amend- 
ment? If this Bill is passed in its present 
shape, all that you will have to do in 
order to get votes for your shop assistants 
is to place them in a dormitory, and put 
between each of them a curtain, and then 
you can call it a cubicle or a room, and 
claim a vote for the person who occupies 
it. Ireally do not see why a chalk line 
drawn between the parties would not be 
sufficient. Why not let us have manhood 
suffrage at once? Unless this Amend- 
ment is carried, let me tell the House 
what will happen. I take a man in the 
City of Derry who employs ten or twelve 
assistants, and suppose five of them are 
Sitholics and five Protestants. That 
man can shift the Catholics about from 


bunk to bunk during the qualifying period | 


Mr. Healy. 
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in such a way that the Papists will lose 
their votes while the solid Protestants will 
have practically fixity of tenure in their 
bunks, and it is perfectly idle to contend 
that this kind of shifting will not go on 
unless this Amendment is carried. The 
hon. Baronet the Member for the Forest 
of Dean proposes that when you are giv- 
ing the franchise under these exceptional 
conditions the person who is getting 
it shall make a claim and substantiate and 
prove that he has been in occupation for 
twelve months, and then the employer 
cannot shift out of it. I take also the 
case of the pensioners and places where 
soldiers live in barracks. Why, Sir, it 
would be possible for a partisan official to 
shift all the soldiers and all pensioners 
from one room to another according to 
their political opinions. It is well known 
in Ireland that politics and religion go 
hand in hand; at all events, you can 
always tell a man’s politics by his religion; 
and unless some safeguard, such as the 
right hon. Baronet has suggested, is 
adopted you will really be leaving the door 
open to the most tremendous abuses. I 
feel sure that the hon. Baronet opposite 
only intended to enlarge the franchise, 
and there may be cases where the present 
law acts somewhat harshly. In my 
opinion, however, the present law as it 
has been administered in England and 
Ireland since the recent decision is un a 
sound and satisfactory basis, and ought 
not to be disturbed unless you are going 
to give the franchise generally and impar- 
tially to every citizen. This is not a 
measure really to give a vote to those 
who live in cubicles, but to give it to 
their employer, for it leaves the employer 
to determine which of his men shall have 
the vote, and it is not a wrong thing to 
ask that, at all events, the same pre- 
caution which you take in regard to 
lodgers who have the shifting franchise 
should be established in this case. Why 
do you require these precautions for the 
lodger? The lodger remains in the same 
lodgings very often for years, and why is 
he to be put upon a lower basis than a 
man who occupies a cubicle, not by 
virtue of paying rent, but simply by 
virtue of the provision made for him by 
his employer? The lodger pays money 
out of his own pocket for his occupation, 
and he has to come off year after year; 
and so great is the abuse of the lodger 


‘franchise in Ireland that my hon. and 
learned friend opposite holds his seat, by 
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virtue of bogus lodger votes ; and yet the 
precautions which you insist upon in the 
case of a lodger are deemed to be entirely 
unnecessary in the case of the service fran- 
chise, where an employer can shift men 
about like nine pins. I hope the right hon. 
Baronet. will go to a Division on this 
Amendment, and I trust the general 
consequences of this Bill will be realised 
by the House, for I am afraid that this 
measure has not received the attention 
which it deserves. The hon. Baronet oppo- 
site is master of the situation, and I can 
only say that if this Bill passes without this 


Amendment I shall certainly move that | 


it shall not apply to Ireland. I would 
respectfully ask him not to plunge us 
into a general discussion affecting the 
franchise and its application to Ireland, 
because I assure him that that would not 
lead to the progress of his Bill. 


Mr. ROBERT WALLACE (Perth): I 
would point out that under the present law 
it is already in the power of the employer 
at the present time, by shifting a person 
from the room he occupies, to disfranchise 
him. Therefore it is not for that reason 
at all that I support the Amendment of 
my right hon. friend. I confess that I 
do not share the fears which have been 
expressed by so many hon. Members in 
regard to enfranchising those who occupy 
what have been called bunks or cubicles. 
It is perfectly true, as has been pointed 
out already, that for years these persons 
have had the franchise, until they were 


restrained by the Court of Appeal some 18 | 


months ago. The hon. Baronet opposite 
does not seem to beaware that at the present 
time lodgers have not to attend the re- 
vision courts in order to make their claims, 
for the law was altered in this respect 
some years ago. They have now simply 
to make a claim accompanied by a declara- 
tion, and the reason why I support the 
clause of the right hon. Baronet is that I 
think it is most desirable, when you are 
introducing these new service voters upon 
your register, that you should make sure 
that they are really qualified, and you 
should insist upon it that they should 
make a declaration which, if false, would 
render them liable to punishment. That, 
I think, would be the effect of the opera- 
tion of the Amendment of the right hon. 
Baronet the Member for the Forest of 
Dean. I think all of us are anxious that 
the register should exactly represent the | 
bona fide electors of the district, and that | 

. ‘ 
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only those who are fully qualified should 
be upon the list, no matter which side 
they belong to. Therefore I think it is 
necessary that some such declaration 
should be made before these persons are 
placed upon the register. I am not sure 
that the Amendment is not much wider 
in its scope than the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for Forest of Dean intends. 
It says : 

* All enactments and all orders made in pur- 
suance of the Registration Acts which aie 
to the registration of persons entitled to vote 
in respect of a lodger qualification.” 


It applies all these enactments and orders 
to the persons who will be placed on the 
service franchise in future. I wish to ask 
my hon. and learned friend the Solicitor- 
General what the exact operation of those 
words will be, and whether, in fact, it 
might not cover the case of hardship de- 
scribed by the right hon. Baronet the 
Member for the Forest of Dean—that is, 
whether under the existing law a person 
who changes his rooms is entitled to claim 
as a lodger so long as he occupies other 
rooms in the same house. I want to ask 
my hon. and learned friend whether all 
the enactments and orders which apply to 
lodgers will also apply to the service 
franchise, and whether the effect of that 
would not be also to enable the service 
voter who has changed his occupation, as 
my hon. and learned friend has described, 
from one bunk to another, to claim by 
right of succession in the same way as 
lodgers. If that were so, and if the 
operation of the clause would bring in 
the right of succession as I have described 
it, then all the difficulties, I venture to 
suggest, of disfranchisement would abso- 
lutely disappear. It is for this reason, 
and not because I have the slightest 
desire, as everyone knows, to keep any of 
these voters off the list, that I support the 
clause of the right hon. Gentleman. 


CapTaAIn NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I desire to support this Amendment be- 
cause I wish to oppose this Bill as a 
whole, and one of my main reasons for 
doing so is that it will enlarge the fran- 
chise very unfairly. The effect of it is that 
it enlarges the franchise to the detriment 
of a great number of working men 
throughout London, while it places those 
who live in cubicles in an advantageous 


and privileged position. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member | 


cannot argue against the principle of | 
the Bill now; he must confine himself | 
to the discussion of the clause which is | 
before the House. 
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cannot think this is a desirable Amend- 
ment, as it might have a disfranchising 
effect. Whereas at present it is the duty 
of the overseer to get returns in respect 


'of those who are occupiers, and who 


| ought to be put on the register, it would 


Captain NORTON: The Amendment | 
of my right hon. friend will meet my ob- | 
jection to a certain extent, inasmuch as it | 
will place the service voters on a better 
footing of equality. At the present 
moment, if a voter entitled to the service 
franchise is placed in the position in 
which the hon. Baronet seeks to place 
him, he would have an undoubted advan- 
tage over the lodger. It would be in the 
power of theemployer to enfranchise or 
disfranchise any one of these individuals ; 

. whereas a lodger, owing to the fact that 

he cannot obtain another room in the 
same house, and is obliged to go to another 
house, would thereby lose his vote. There 
are many warehouse assistants in London 
who, when they obtain a better position 
in their place of business, desire to move 
into a better class of lodging— men, so to 
speak, who have risen in the social status, 
but who would be deprived of the vote. 
The result of the Amendment would be 
to diminish to an appreciable extent the 
injustice which the hon. Baronet would 
do to a large number of men throughout 
the metropolis. 


THe SOLICITOR -GENERAL (Sir 
R. B. Fintay, Inverness Burghs): I 


'good deal 


make it incumbent on every person to 
prepare a list, and send in a claim as if he 
were a lodger. That was not the inten- 
tion of the Legislature when the service 
franchise was passed. We hear a 
about legislation —_ by 
reference, and another objection to the 
Amendment is that it would be one of the 
most effectual instances of legislation by 
reference I ever heard of. My hon. and 
learned friend opposite asked a question 
as to what the effect of the clause would 
be. If my hon. and learned friend is 
puzzled as to what the effect of the clause 
would be, anyone might be excused if he 
were puzzled. Until a particular case 
arose, and it was carefully looked into, it 
would be perfectly impossible to say what 
the effect of the Amendment would be. 
It professes to apply only to enactments 
relating to registration, but the question 
is extremely difficult and complicated, and 
it would be unwise to adopt the clause 
without further consideration. 


Question put. 


The House divided: Ayes, 139 ; Noes, 
184. (Division List No. 189.) 


AYES. 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) ; Collery, Bernard 


Allan, William (Gateshead) Colville, John 


Allen, Wm(Néwe.under Lyme) Commins, Andrew 
Crombie, John William 
Davies,M.Vaughan-(Cardigan | Hazell, Walter 


Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herb. Hy. | Davitt, Michael 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) Dillon, John 
Baker, Sir John 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 


‘ 


Doogan, P. C. 


Donelan, Captain A. 


Duckworth, James 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | Dunn, Sir William 


Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 


Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Hedderwick, Thos. C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Ch. H. 
Holland,Wm. H. (York, W.R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 





Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Bryce, Right Hon. James 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, ‘Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carvill, Patrick G. Hamilton | 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 
Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithness-sh.) | 


| Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley | 
| Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 


| Fenwick, Charles 


Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 


| Ffrench, Peter 
| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 


| Gibney, James 
| Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Her. John | 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson,Jabez Edw. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, David Brynmor (Swan.) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth,Rt.H.SirU. 
Kearley, Hudson E. 


| Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth 


Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 
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Lough, Thomas 

Macaleese, Daniel 
MacDonnell, DrM.A.(Q’n’sC. ) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carm’rth’n) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morris, Samuel 

Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Captain C. W. 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 


Aird, John 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 
Arrol, Sir William 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Bagot, Captain J. Fitzroy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alex. 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, Rt. Hon. A. H.S.(Hunts 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.Sir M.H.(Bris.) 
Bemrose, Si. Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 

sill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolitho, Thomas Bedford 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 

srown, Alexander H. 
Campbell, Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasg.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W.(Derbsh.) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Clarke, Sir Edward (Plym.) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8S. W. 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Davies, Sir Horatio D. (Chat.) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doughty, George 

Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 


| 
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| O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestly, Briggs (Yorks) 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J.(Durham, S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. Forfarshire) 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan Donal (Westmeath) 





' Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


NOES. 


Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


| Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 


Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 


| Fison, Fredericx William 


Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 


| Folkestone, Viscount 
| Garfit, William 


Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Gretton, John 
| Gunter, Colonel 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Heath, James 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, E. B. (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir W. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnson, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
' Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 
Labouchere, Henry 
Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,Sir E. Durn’g- (Cor.) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
| Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewellyn,SirDillywn-(Swar.) 
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Tennant, Harrold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Willams, John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, Jos. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
T. M. Healy. 


Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Kt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. Fred(Monm’thsh. 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndhav (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Newark, Viscount 

Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Parnell, John Howard 

Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Perey, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newton) 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 

Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenh’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


| Rutherford, John 


Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 


Scoble, Sir Andrew Richard 


| Seely, Charles Hilton 
| Seton-Karr, Henry 


| Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | Sharpe, William Edward T. 
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Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Spencer, Ernest 


Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Thornburn, Walter 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
wish to move an Amendment limiting the 
application of the Bill to England and 
Scotland. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Member ought to come 
in at the end of the Bill. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: In that case it 
would have to be in the form of a new 
clause, and I could not move it without 


notice. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I think it might be 
moved as an Amendment to Clause 3. 


Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE: The 
effect of the Amendment I now propose 
will be to put back the Bill into exactly 
the same position as it was when I 
introduced it, and before that little error, 
as I consider it, of my hon. friends 
opposite occurred last Wednesday, when 
they voted to omit the words which I 
propose toreinsert. By leaving out these 
words the spirit that pervaded the service 
franchise, ever since it was adopted by 
the late Mr. Gladstone, was entirely 
altered. The object of this Bill was 
simply to restore the franchise to certain 
classes of service employees, who were 
disfranchised by a decision of a Court of 
Appeal. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 1, line 6, after the word a 
ment,’ to insert the words ‘and the dwelling- 
house is not inhabited by any person under 
whom such man serves in such office, service, 
or employment.’ ”—(Sir Blundell Maple.) 


Question proposed— 

“That those words be there inserted.” 

*Srr CHARLES DILKE: At the time 
of the introduction of the service 


{COMMONS} 


Shaw-Stewart,M.H.(Renfrew) | Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) | Usborne, Thomas 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) | Vincent, Col Sir C. E. Howard 
| Walrond, Rt. Hon. SirWm.H. 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) | Warde, Lieut. -Col.C. E.(Kent) 
| Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) | Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) | Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
| Wharton, Rt. Hon.John Lloyd 
| Whitely, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-under-L. 
| Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray ' Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
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Wodehouse, Rt.Hn E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander (Berks,E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Sir Blundell Maple and 
Captain Jessel. 





Leader of that Party. Sir Stafford 
Northcote in an extraordinarily short 
speech said :— 

“Under this clause, if a Minister did not 
inhabit a public office assigned to him, the 
oftice-keeper would have a vote ; on the other 
hand, it would be that if a Minister occupied 
the house as a dwelling, the office-keeper would 
lose his vote.” 

Now, the absurdity which Sir Stafford 
Northcote pointed out on that occasion 
was again pointed out the other day, and 
we think the time has come to do away 
with these restrictions which are involved 
in the words the hon. Baronet proposed to 
put back in the Bill. I frankly confess 
that we designed by the Amendment 
moved last Wednesday to make such a 
hole in the existing complicated franchises 


as to make it certain that a broad and 
simple franchise would be — speedily 
adopted. We shall certainly take the 


opinion of the House before we allow 
the decision of the House last Wednesday 
to be reversed, and if we are beaten it 
will show, I think, the hollowness of the 
pretence that this is a large extension of 
the franchise, and that we are in favour 
of a much fuller and simpler franchise. 


Mr. ROBERT WALLACE: In regard 
to this particular Amendment, I wish to 
point out to the hon. Baronet opposite 
that on the Second Reading I stated 


ithat whilst we could not but recognise 


that there was a grievance to be redressed, 
at the same time there was a danger that 
in striving to remedy that grievance we 
would probably introduce a _ greater 
anomaly than at present exists. I ven- 
tured to ask the hon. Baronet in charge 


|of the Bill at the time of the Second 


Reading how he proposed to deal with 


| the lodger question, and I got from hima 
| pledge, which the hon. Baronet has _per- 


franchise in 1884 the only objection | 


taken to it by the Conservative Party 
was on this point, and it was made by the 


haps forgotten, in regard to the subject 
matter of this very Amendment. I 
pointed out that in a large part of Lon- 
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don, but especially in the warehouses | 
_pay rent, or he may occupy his room 


established in the West Central dis- 


trict, the employees there resident were | 
'services, and if his services are of the 


deprived of their service franchise owing 
to the fact that their employers, who re- 
sided ordinarily beyond the mileage limit, 
kept a bedroom in the warehouse for 
their occasional use. By that means 
the employers obtained for themselves an 
occupation franchise, but they deprived 
all those who were resident in these large 
blocks of buildings of the service fran- 
chise. 

Sir J. BLUNDELL MAPLE: What I 
said at that time, and I say it now, was 
that if the hon. and learned Gentleman, 
or any other hon. Member, will bring for- 
ward a Bill to do away with that anomaly 
I would support it ; but I cannot consent 
to deal with the matter in this Bill. 


Mr. ROBERT WALLACE: I am far 
from charging the hon. Baronet with a 
breach of faith, but I did put this diffi- 
culty before him on the Second Reading, 
and I understood the hon. Baronet to say 
that he would strive to remedy it in con- 
nection with this Bill. I may have mis- 
apprehended him, of course. The clause 
as it stands would, it is true, remedy that 
which all recognise as an undoubted 
grievance. [ am not speaking in any 
hostile spirit against the Bill, but I am 
most unwilling that a greater grievance 
should be raised by pressing the Amend- 
ment on this measure than the grievance 
which is proposed to be taken away. 
I shall point out how this difficulty arose. 
A list is made out at present of those who 
are occupiers of dwelling-houses in London, 
and the courts of law decided that part of 
a house or dwelling where the landlord 
was non-resident would come within the 
definition of the occupation franchise, 
and consequently all those who 
occupy different rooms in a_ house 
were put on the list as occupiers. 
3ut_ they stuck to the principle that 
as long as a landlord had a room in the 
house, and occupied it, there could be no 
other occupier, and that all the others 
resident in the house were simply lodgers. 
Now, may I point out to the House the 
effect of that decision. A lodger only 
obtains his vote on condition that he 
oceupies a particular part of a house of a 
certain annual value. A great deal of 
misunderstanding arose from the fact that 
it was supposed that the lodger should 
pay £10 per annum. 
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But nothing of the 
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kind is necessary. The lodger may either 
or rooms under the condition of rendering 


equivalent value of £10 a year, as long as 
he is not compelled by his contract to 
reside on the premises, he is entitled to 
the lodger franchise. I want to ask hon. 
Gentlemen opposite why they are going 
to select one particular class of lodgers 
and give them the franchise, and deprive 
all other lodgers of the franchise under 
the existing law. The lodgers you are 


selecting to give the franchise to are the 


class least suitable for the privilege. 
They are dependent, residing on the 
premises, and under the control of the 
employer, liable to be enfranchised or 
distranchised at any moment by their 
employer ; while the other lodgers whom 
you are excluding from the franchise 
are independent lodgers—in fact tenants, 
occupying their own room and under the 
control of no one. In the one case, 
you have full-grown men and women, 
married it may be, quite independent ; in 
the other case you have youths of 21 or 
22 years of age, absolutely dependent on 
their employers, and yet you select them 
for the franchise while you refuse the 
qualification to the others. It is for that 
reason that while this clause remains as it 
is it is Mpossible to support this part of 
the Bill. I do not know whether my 
hon. and learned friend the Solicitor- 
General would for one moment accept the 
Bill on behalf of the Government in the 
form it stands to-day. I am_ perfectly 
certain that, knowing my hon. and learned 
friend the Solicitor-General as a great 
lawyer, he will tell this House that to 
pass the Bill as it stands to-day is to 
destroy a qualification existing at present 
for the franchise. I ask, in all sincerity, 
is it not a great pity to tinker in this 
manner with the tranchise? I am not 
referring to questions which are contro- 
versial ; [ am not discussing whether it is 
necessary to shorten the term of occupa- 
tion, or the question of one man one 
vote, but I am simply pointing out to the 
Solicitor-General how, by two lines in 
this Bill, he could remove one of the 
greatest inequalities existing in regard to 
the franchise. He might introduce a pre- 
vision something like this: that, as to all 
persons who occupy a part of any premises 
under circumstances in which, if the 
landlords or employers were not resi- 
dent, they would be held to be 








Service 


1151 


inhabiting occupiers, the presence of the | 


employers or landlords should not 
disqualify them from being registered. 
I say at once if anybody stays to consider 
the effect of this Amendment they will 
find this distinction ; as a question of law, 
jodgers’ and occupiers’ qualifications are 
precisely the same. Where the landlord 
resides in the basement the persons 
occupying the house are lodgers, but if 
the landlord controls his house in the 
same way but lives next door they are 
occupiers. I am quite sure the Solicitor- 
General would not defend this Amend- 
ment, and I ask him now to give us some 
assurance that he will introduce an 
Amendment on some such lines as I 
have suggested. If he does that he 
will receive the cordial support of all 
those who sit upon this side of the 
House. 


Sir R. B. FINLAY: I am afraid I 
eannot do as the hon. Gentleman suggests, 
and I think I will leave that to my hon. 
and learned friend when he in his turn 
has to fill the position I now hold. I am 
personally in favour of re-introducing the 
words struck out in Committee, because 
to my mind the alteration made in Com- 
mittee will have a very far-reaching effect, 
not in the way of a direct dealing with 
the subject, but by a side wind. The dis- 
tinction between a lodger and an occupier 
may be shortly described in this way: 
where the landlord resides upon the 
premises in which a man lives the man is 
a lodger, and where he resides in a 


house in which the landlord does 
not live he is an occupier. Those 
who now have the service franchise 


get it as occupiers, not as_ lodgers, 
and if you provide that these also 
are to have the service franchise you 
must go further, and by a Parliamentary 
miracle convert every person who would 
be a lodger into an occupier, so that, by 
being an occupier, he may enjoy the fran- 
chise independently of his landlord. 
Under those circumstances a lodger, who 
now has to have an occupation of the 


value of £10, would enjoy the franchise | 


as an occupier whatever the value of his 
occupation might be. Iam not going to 
discuss a question of that klnd. I have 
only risen for the purpose of pointing out 
how far-reaching the alteration was which 
was made in Committee, and to say that, 
individually, I intend to vote against the 
striking out of these words. 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): The objec- 
tion we on this side have to the Bill in 
its present form is twofold : first, it is too 
far-reaching, and it does not deal directly 
with the subject, but deals with it by < 
side wind. This is a tinkering attempt 
to deal with a very small part of a very 
large question, which will produce not 
greater uniformity in the law, but give 
rise to a fresh set of anomalies and injus- 
tices. The object of this Bill is to rein- 
troduce to the suffrage a class which may 
be called dependent voters, which is at 
present excluded by the decision of a 
court of law. I think that they ought 
to have the suffrage. It is impos- 
sible to separate this class of persons 
from the case of other persons. If you 
are going to allow those who, by virtue of 
fee, service, or employment occupy posi- 
tions in the same shop, at which the land- 
lord does not reside, to have the franchise, 
how can you deny the same privilege to 
persons occupying the same position in 
similar services because the employer does 
reside on the premises? If you are going 
to deal with this question at all it must 
be dealt with by a more logical method. 
I am speaking I believe the universal 
opinion of this side of the House when I 
say, not that we oppose this Bill because 
it extends the franchise, but we oppose 
this Bill because it does not extend the 
franchise in the only way that it should 
he extended by getting rid of the lodger 
and occupier and giving every man who 
occupies an inhabited house an equal 
right to take part in the elections, in 
whichever character he occupies that 
house. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: The Attorney- 
General of England has spoken in a very 
singular way of the decision of the House 
of Commons, from whom I take it we 


have a right to expect something in the’ 


shape of wisdom as a legislative body. 
He also forgets, curiously enough, that the 
decision he refers to, which distinguished 
between a lodger and an ordinary house- 
holder, was disputed by the Conservative 
Party of the day. The hon. and learned 
Member for Plymouth was counsel on the 
one side, and Lord Russell and Lord 
Herschell counsel on the other, and they 
contended for the view which we 
now take. Nobody referring to that 
decision can deny that it was quite 
against the Conservative view of that day. 
|I remember that I applied to Lord 
Herschell to reverse the decision, but the 
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argument then was of a different cha-; *SersEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
racter. Mr, Gladstone’s view was to let | As an Irishman, I must ask to be per- 
all the decisions stand and simply pass a, mitted to say a few words, and I do so 
eneral Act, and give the county | because my hon. friend the Member for 
Cesbhies the same position which the Louth said on a recent occasion that my 
borough franchise now enjoys. But let seat was one of those which was threa- 
us consider what this Bill suggests. It | tened by this legislation. I assume, there- 
suggests that these dependents shall have | fore, that this measure applies to Ireland, 
a right to a franchise which the honest | and that being so, I think I have a right 
working man, who pays for the room he| to complain that it has been very 
occupies, will not have. The object of | inadequately discussed so far as the 
the Bill is to present to a large class of | interest of [reland is concerned. Every 
persons, assistants in shops, warders, | stage of it has been taken at a time when 
attendants in asylums, hospitals, stable-| very few Irish Members were present, and 
men, gardeners, grooms, and policemen | the Bill, if passed, will have very far-reach- 
aright to vote. You give them a sort of | ing consequences. The House hardly 
shifting qualification according as their | realises how it will affect the general 
landlord shifts their bunks. At the mo-| franchise of the country. I trust that 
ment the landlord comes to reside in the | this Amendment will not be carried, 
house they occupy they are to lose their | because the only redeeming feature of 
right to vote. Youare giving a groom or | the Bill is that, as it now reads, it 
gardener two important rights that the | abolishes the distinction between the 
working man has not got. He need not! resident and non-resident employer, 
reside in a room, but only in a bunk, and | What difference can there be whether the 
a bunk need not be rated for the relief of | employer resides on the premises or not ; 
the poor. We talk about manhood | will not the employee be equally fitted 
suffrage, but what about groomhood | for the franchise, whether he, the master, 
suffrage ? I protest against it. I do not | lives on the premises or elsewhere ? Why 
think that it is a harsh requirement that | should the employees of a man who may 
aman should live in a room in order to| live in one of the great squares of the 
have the franchise. If this Bill is passed | West End be placed in a better position 
you might put two sticks in the ground and | than those of a man who is obliged to 
sling a hammock between them, and then, | reside onthe premises where he exercises 
swinging in your hammock, say, without his trade or business? I cannot conceive 
rating and not occupying a room, you | anything more unfair. If it is considered 
might enjoy the benefit of the franchise. | right that the employees should have a 
It may be said to be an anomaly, but right to vote, let them have it, but let the 
there itis. When Mr. Gladstone brought | same principle be applied to all employees, 
in this clause he was thought to be going irrespective of where the employer may 
very far, but he brought it in in a state reside. 
of things then known to Parliament, and | 
said the man must occupy a room. I} Mr. ABEL THOMAS (Carmarthen, 
look forward to the day when the courts | E.): If you read the definition into these 
will be occupied in defining the compart- | proposed words, you will see exactly what 
ment of a room. ‘you are going to do. ‘“ Where a man 
‘himself inhabits any compartment 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. The of a house by virtue of any fee, 


‘hon. Member is going into another part | service, or employment, and the compart- 


of the clause. /ment is not inhabited by anyone else ”— 
| that clearly means so long as the master 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: The immediate | does not share the compartment—“heshall 
question before the House is whether the have a vote,” that is exactly what every- 
landlord should occupy the house or not.) body wants to avoid, as I understand. 
Really the whole thing covers itself with If hon. Members will only read the 
absurdity, and I respectfully say we Amendment with the definition, the 
ought to return to common-sense, namely, | whole matter is too clear for argument. 
to the decision of the Committee last, 
week. I do hope that the House will; Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): This 
support the Committee in respect of the | subject is, as I think, of very great im- 
decision at which the Committee arrived | portance, and certainly Irish Members 
last week. have not had an opportunity of discussing 
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the Bill as it should be discussed. 
under the impression that the Bill was 
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take up at least three times that amount 
of time in discussing this subject. 


I beg 


confined in its application to England, but | to move the adjournment of the Debate. 


as it has general application, 
as important to Ireland as to England, 
and as we have had no opportunity to | 
diseuss it, and we cannot hope to discuss | 


and is quite 


Motion made, and Question put— 


“That the Debate be now adjourned.” 


The House divided: Ayes, 139; Noes, 


it in five minutes, I shall be obliged to! 187. (Division List No. 190.) 


Abraham, William (Rhondda) 

Allan, William (Gateshead) 

Allen, W.(Newe.-und’r-Lyme) 

Allison, Robert Andrew 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 

Cawley, Frederick 

Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh. ) 

Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 

Curran, Thomas Bb. (Donegal) | 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies,M.Vaughan-(Cardig’n) | 

Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamo’gn) | 

Evans, Sir F. H. (Southa’ton) | 

Farrel, James P. (Cavan, W.) | 

Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) | 

Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond | 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) | 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 

Gibney, James | 
| 
| 











Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. | 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gold, Charles 


Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 

Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 

Arrol, Sir William 
Bagot,Capt. Josceline FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John Geo. Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
jarry, Rt HnAH.Smith-(H’nts 
Barton, Dunbar Plunkett 
Beach, Rt.Hn.SirM.H.(Bristol) | 





AYES. 


Gurdon, Sir W. Brampton 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Harwood, George 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Kt. Hn. Charles H. 
Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John George 5. 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir Wilfrid (Cumber.) 


| Leng, Sir John 


Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyeli, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) - 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 


| Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 


Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 


NOES. 


Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
3ethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt.Hn.J.A(Glasgow 
Cavendish, V. C, W.(Derby.) 





Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, J. F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 

Price, Robert John 

Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel(Carmarthen, E, 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(H’dd’rst'd 
Woods, Samel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Claney and Mr. Hay- 
den. 


Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Clarke, Sir Edward (Plymouth 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Ed. E. Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasg.) 
Courtney, Rt. Hn. Leonard H. 





Cripps, Charles Alfred 
| Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
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Cross, Herb. Sheph’d (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Dalbiac, Col. Philip Hugh 
Davies, Sit Hor. D. (Chatham 
Denny, Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A.Ralph Douglas 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ. (M’n’r 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 





Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir. E. Temperley 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, Henry D.(Shrewsb’ry | 
Gretton, John | 
Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 
Hoare, Ed. Bredie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 


Question again proposed— 


“That those words be there inserted.” | 


Debate arising, and it being after half- 
past Five of the clock, Mr. Speaker pro- | 
ceeded to interrupt the business. 


Aird, John 

Allen, W.(Newe.-under-Lyme) 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Bagot, Capt. J. FitzRoy 


| M‘Killop, James 
| Malcolm, Ian 


| Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 


| More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 
| Morgan, Hon .Fred. (Mon.) 


| Morrison, Walter 
Morton, ArthurH. A.(Deptf’d.) | 


| Newark, Viscount 


| Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 


{14 JuNE 1899} 


Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James Hy. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt. G. W.Crice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Labouchere, Henry 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, SirE. Durn’g-(Corn. 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (L’pool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) | 





Marks, Henry Hananel 


Milward, Colonel Victor 


| Monk, Charles James 


Moon, Edward Kobert Pacey 


Morrell, Gceorge Herbert 


Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 


Nicholson, Williain Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, h. Pike (Darlington) 
Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington, R.(Lanes. Newt'n) | 





| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
' Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edinb.) | 


his place, and 
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Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Co]. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Bedmond, JohnE.(Waterford) 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Rothschild, Hon. Lionel Walter 
Round, James 

tussell, Gen. F. S. (Chelte’m 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaape, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire } 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanaks) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir J. M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 


| Vincent, Col. Sir C. E. H. 
| Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm: H. 


Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-und’-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W. (Worees’hr, N.) 
Wodehouse, RtHnE. R. (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. S.- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W.H. 
Wyvil, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Com’and’r (Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Blundell Maple and 
Captain Jessel. 


Whereupon Sir Blundell Maple rose in 


claimed to move— 


“That the Question be now put.” 


Question put— 


143. 


AYES. 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, J. George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 


| Banbury, Frederick George 
| Barry, Rt. Hon. A.H.S -(Hunts 


Barton, Dunbar Plunket 


| Beach,Rt.Hn.Sir MH. (Bristol 


Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 


The House divided : 
(Division List No. 191.) 


“That the Question be now put.” 


Ayes, 185 ; Noes, 


| Bemrose, Sir H. H. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Bill, Charles 
Blakiston-Houston, Charles 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Ediaund 
Brookfield, A. Montague 
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Butcher, John George 
Campbell, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Glas’w) 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derb’s’re) | 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) | 
Clarke, Sir Edw. (Plymouth) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cooke, C. W. R. (Hereford) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (GI’sg’w) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, Herbert S. (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Doxford, William Theodore 
Drucker, A. 

Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon. A. Ralph D. 
Fergusson,Rt. Hn.Sir J.(Man.) 
Field, Admiral(Eastbourne) | 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 





Abraham, William (Khonnda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) | 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 


| Morrell, George Herbert 


| Curran, T. B. (Donegal) 
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Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 


Heath, James 
Helder, Augustus 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 


| Hoare, Edw. B. (Hampstead) 


Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 


| Hobhouse, Henry 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry | 


Howard, Joseph 
Hozier, Hon. Tan. Henry Cecil | 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson,Capt.G. W. Grice- | 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 


| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kenyon, James | 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 


| Kimber, Henry 


King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 


| Labouchere, Henry 


Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence, Sir E. Durn’g-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,Sir Dillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Marks, Henry Hananel 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt..Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hon. F. (Monm’thsh. 


Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Kt. Hon. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col W. (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William G. 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, H. P. (Darlington) 


NOES. 


Carvill, PatrickGeo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Clark, Dr. G. B.(Caithness-sh.) 
Colville, John 

Commins, Andrew 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 


2 


Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. V. (Cardigan) 
Davitt, Michael 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillen, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. | 
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| Perey, Earl 
| Pierpoint, Robert 


Pilkington,R.(Lanes. Newton) 


| Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 


| Purvis, Robert 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Round, James 

Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltnham) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, W. (Derbyshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, E. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stock, James Henry 
Thorburn, Walter 
Tomlinson, Wm. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent,Col. Sir C. E. Howard 
Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir Wm. H. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Welhy, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H.(Ashton-under-L) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N.) 
Wodehouse, tt. Hn. E.R.(Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 


| Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 


Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 


| Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 


Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 


THE AYES— 
Maple and 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir Blundell 
Captain Jessel 


Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans Sam. T. (Glamorgan) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 
Farrell, J. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 


| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Gibney, James 
Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford , 


' Gold, Charles 


Gourley, Sir Ed. Temperley 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
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Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harcourt. Rt. H. Sir William | 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. Chas. Seale- | 
Hazell, Walter | 
Heley, Thos. J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, W. H. (York, W. R.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvon) | 
Jordan, Jeremiah | 
Kay-Shuttleworth,RtHn SirU | 
Kearley, Hudson E. | 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir J. Geoge Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-George, David 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macaleese, Daniel 





Question put accordingly. 


The House divided: Ayes, 171; Noes, 154. 


Aird, John 

Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 

Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir William 

Bagot, Capt. Jos’line FitzRoy 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick Geo1ge 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A. H.Smith-(Hts 
Barton,'Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bigwood, James 

Blakiston- Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Boulnois, Edmund 

Brookfield, A. Montagu 


| 





Campbell, Rt. Hn. J.A.(Glas.) | 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, te) 
Clarke, Sir E. (Plymouth) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Right Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. C. (Glasgow) 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson | 
Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh ' 


| MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 


| M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


| M‘Leod, John 


{14 June 1899} 


M‘Arthur, William (Corn.)j 


M‘Kenna, Reginald 


Maddison, Fred. 
Maden, John “eK 
Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W.(Yorks.) | 
Molley, Bernard Charles | 
Morgan,J. Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 
Morgan, W. P. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Morris, Samuel | 
Morton, Edw. J.C .(Devonp’t | 
Moss, Samuel 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.° 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickark, Benjamin 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks) 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Reckitt, Harold James | 
Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) | 


| Rickett, J. Compton 


Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) | 
Roche, John (East Galway) | 


AYES. 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) | 
Denny, Colonel 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon | 
Donkin, Richard Sim | 
Dorington, Sir John Edward | 
Doughty, George } 
Doxford, William Theodore | 
Drucker, A. | 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. | 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart | 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton | 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas | 
Fergusson, Rt. H.SirJ.(Man.) | 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fison, Frederick William 
FitzWygram, (General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Garfit, William 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Hain) 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 





Gunter, Colonel 


Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 


| Marks, 
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Schwann, Charles E. 

Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 


| Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 

Wailace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson,Jos. H.(Middlesbrough 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hud’sfield 
Woods, Samuel 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Mr. Jonathan Samnel and 
Mr. Scott. 


(Division List No. 192.) 


Hare, Thoinas Leigh 

Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez E. 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lieut.-General 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewellyn, Evan H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’sea) 
Loder, Rt. Hon. W. Erskine 
Long,Rt. Hn. Rela ie or 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller) 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘kKillop, James 

enry Hananel 
Mellor, Colone” (Lancashire) 
Milward, Col «el Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 


| More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 


Morgan, Hon. F. Monm’thsh) 


r 
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Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Murray, Rt. Hon. A.G. (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath | 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Percy, Earl 

Pierpoint, Robert 

Pilkington, R. (Lancs, Newton 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. (Edin. ) 
Purvis, Robert Edward 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Rentoul. James Alexander 
Round, James 

Russell, Gen. F. S. (Chelt’n’m) 


Abraham, Wm. (Rhondda) 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allen, W. (Newe.-und.-Lyme) | 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 

Baker, Sir John 

Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 
Broadhurst, Henry 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Burt, Thomas. 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Carvill, P. Geo. Hamilton 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Clancy, John Joseph 
Clark, Dr. G.B. (Caithness-sh) | 
Colviile, John | 
Commins, Andrew 

Cooke, C. W. Rad. (Heref’d) | 
Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardig’n 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. é 

Duckworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorg’n) 
Evans, Sir F. H. (S’thampton) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Ffrench, Peter 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibney, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hn. Herbert J. 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles | 





Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gourley, Sir E. Temperley . 


. Further proceeding on consideration, as amended, adjourned till: To-morrow. "i 
And, it being Six of the clock, Mr. Speaker ‘adjourned the House without 


Question put : 


| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


| Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 


{COMMONS} 


Rutherford, John 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks) | 
Spencer, Ernest | 
Stanley, Ed. Jas. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) | 
Stewart, Sis M. J. M‘Taggart | 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. | 
Stock, James Henry 


Thornburn, Walter 
Tomlinson, W. Ed. Murray | 
iritton, Charles Ernest | 
Vincent Col. Sir. C. E. H. 


NOES 


| 


Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harcourt, Rt, Hon. Sir Wm. 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. Ch. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N.Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. H. 
Holland, W. H. (York, W. BR.) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson, Jabez. E. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvons. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-ShuttleworthRtHnsSirU. | 
Kearley, Hudson, E. 
Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John George 8. 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leng, Sir John 

Leuty, Thomas Richmond 
Lewis, John Herbert 

Lough, Thomas 

Lyell, Sir Leonard 

Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Maden, John Henry 

Malcom, Ian 

Mellor, Rt. Hn. J. W. (Yorks) 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Morgan, J. L.. (Carmarthen) 
Morgan, WP. (Merthyr) 
Morley, Charles (Breconshire) | 
Morrell, George Herbert | 
Morris, Samuel 

Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moss, Samuel 

Norton, Captain C. William 








| Webster, 
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Walrond, Rt. Hn. Sir W.. H. 
Warde, Lt.-Col. C. E. (Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
R. G. (St. Pancras) 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E, 
Wentworth, B. C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. J. Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C. B. Stuart 
Wylie, Alexander 


| Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
| Young, Commander (Berks,E) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir Blundell Maple and 
Capiain Jessel. 


O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor,James(Wicklow,W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer, Sir C. M. (Durham) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, H. Pike (Darlington) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Proven, Andrew Dryburgh 
tickett, Harold James 
tichardson, J. (Durham,$.E,. 
Reckitt, J. Compton 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roche, John (East Galway) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Scott, C. Prestwich (Leigh) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sinclair, Capt J (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 


| Spicer, Albert 


Steadman, William Charles 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Carmarthen, E.) 
Thomas,Alfred (Glamorgan,E. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Tully, Jasper 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John Carvell (Notts) 
Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcester, N.) 
Wilson, Jos. H. (Middlesbro) 
Woodhouse, Sir J.T. (H’dsfld.) 
Woods, Samuel 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Charles Dilke and Mr. 
Lloyd-George. 


Adjourned at Six o'clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


had laid upon the Table the Certificate 
. from the Examiners that the further 
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THELORD CHANCELLOR acquainted | 
the Housethat the Clerkof the Parliaments | 
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| with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been with- 
drawn ; read, and ordered to lie upon 
| the Table: The orders made on the Ist 
,and 8th instant discharged; and Bill 
| committed. 
| 
BELFAST CORPORATION BILL. 
BAKER STREET AND WATERLOO 
RAILWAY BILL. 
Read 2°, and committed: The Com- 
mittees to be proposed by the Committee 
| of Selection. 


Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 


ing Bill have been complied with : 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY (NEW RAILWAYS). 


Also the Certificate that no further | 


Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bill: 


WEST GLOUCESTER WATER. 


And also the Certificate that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bill have not been complied with : 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 


WAY (ADDITIONAL POWERS). 


The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


SHIREBROOK AND DISTRICT GAS 


BILL. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE STIPEN- 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
WOLVERHAMPTON’ TRAMWAYS BILL. | 
[Lords. } | 
Committee to meet To-morrow. | 
| 
BRYNMAWR AND WESTERN VALLEYS 
RAILWAY BILL. | 


EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL. 
BILL. [Lords.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS | 


SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded | 


VOL, LXXII. [Fourtu Series. ] 








| 
DIARY JUSTICE BILL. | 
| 
| 


| BELFAST AND NORTHERN COUNTIES 
RAILWAY BILL. 


| 
| 
| Read 2°, and committed. 


BOOTLE CORPORATION BILL. 
Read 2°, and committed: The Com- 


mittee to be proposed by the Committee 


of Selection. 


NORTH PEMBROKESHIRE AND 
FISHGUARD RAILWAY BILL. 


Read 3%, and passed. 
SHOTLEY BRIDGE AND CONSETT 
DISTRICT GAS BILL. 


tead 3%, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


BROMPTON AND _ PICCADILLY 
CIRCUS RAILWAY BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


INFANT ORPHAN 


[Lords. ] 


LONDON HOSPITAL BILL. [Lords.] 
STOCKTON AND MIDDLESBROUGH 
WATER BILL. [Lords.] 


Returned from the Commons agreed to. 


ASYLUM BILL. 


ILFORD GAS BILL. 


Returned from the Commons with the 
Amendments agreed to. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 1) BILL. [Lords.] 


House to be in Committee To-morrow. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 


(LONDON) BILL. [Lords.] 


Reported from the Select Committee 


with Amendments, and committed to a 
Committee of the whole House. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No, 8) BILL (No. 125). 
2T 


“~ 
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PIER AND HARBOUR 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL (No. 126). 


Brought from the Commons ; Read 1° 
to be “printed ; and referred to the 
Examiners. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL. [Lords.] 





WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 


[Lords. ] | 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- | 
TION BILL. (Lords.] 
Amendments reported (according to | 


3° To- 


order), and Bills to be read 
morrow. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No 14.) BILL. [Lords. ] 
Read 3* (according to order), and | 
passed and sent to the Commons. | 
PROVISIONAL | 
(Lords. | 


LIGHTING 


ELECTRIC 
12) BILL. 


ORDERS (No. 


| 
PROVISIONAL 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING 
(Lords. ] 


ORDERS (No. 13) BILL. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL. [Lords.] 
Committee of the whole House (which 
stands appointed for this day) put off till 
To-morrow. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
Read 2° (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the whole | | 
House To-morrow. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, &c. 


CHURCH OF ENG ae |(CONFES. 
SIONAL BOXES 
Return respecting : ed before the 


House pursuant to Address of the 3rd of 
March last, and to be printed. (No. 121.) 


FISHERY BOARD FOR SCOTLAND. 

Reports on the state of the markets for 
Scottish herrings on the Continent and in 
the United States of America. 


ARMY (SPECIAL PENSIONS). 
Return for the year ended 31st March, 


1899, of Pensions specially granted under 
Articles 730, 1170, and 1207 of the 


{LORDS} 
PROVISIONAL | Trade Reports— 


Returns, Reports, ec. 1168 


1. Annual Series : 


No. 2287.—Chile (Valparaiso and 
District) ; 

No. 2288.—Brazil (Pernambuco and 
District) ; 

No. 2289.—Trade of Malaga and 


District. 


II. Miscellaneous Series : 

No. 504.—Commercial Education in 
the United States. 
505.—Agricultural Education in 

France. 
WELSH INTERMEDIATE 
ACT, 1889. 
Report of the Charity Commissioners 


No. 


EDUCATION 


for England and Wales. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 
RAILWAYS COMPANIES’ POWERS 
ACT, 1864. 
Report by the Board of Trade on appli- 
cations made during the year 1898 under 


the Railways Companies’ Powers Aet, 
| 1864, and of the proceedings of the Board 


| of Trade with respect thereto. 


MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS (INCOR- 
PORATION OF SMETHWICK). 
Charter of Incorporation of the borough 

of Smethwick, dated 12th June, 1899. 
- Laid before the House (pursuant. to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





PETITIONS. 
EDUCATION BILL. 
[ Lords. ] 

Petition in favour of: of the Clerical 
and Lay Members of the Synod of the 
Diocese of Salisbury ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


BOARD OF 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (DEFEC- 
TIVE AND EPILEPTIC CHILDREN) 
BILL. [Lords.] 


A Bill to make better provision for the 
elementary education of defective and 
epileptic children in England and Wales; 
was presented by the Earl Waldegrave 
(for the Lord President, D. Devonshire); 
read 1*; and to be printed. (No. 120.) 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL 
(No. 123). 
LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL (No. 12%). 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1*; 
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FINANCE BILL. 


Brought from the Commons :— Read 1° ; 


to be printed; and to be read 2* To- 
morrow : (Zhe Lord Privy Seal, V. Cross), 
and Standing Order No. 39 to be con- 
sidered in order to its being dispensed 
with, (No. 122.) 


QUESTIONS. 
MALTESE NOBILITY. 
ViscounT SIDMOUTH: My Lords, I 
beg to ask Her Majesty’s Government if 
all correspondence referring te a memorial 


from Mr. G. Apap Testaferrata, between | 


August, 1888, and the present time, can 
be laid on the Table of the House. I do 
not wish to enter into a discussion upon 
this subject, but as I have had the honour 
of being appointed hon. president of the 
Maltese Council of Nobility, I desire to 
ask whether the Papers relating 'to this 


case and the correspondence which has | 


taken place can be laid upon the Table. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (The 
Earl of SELBORNE): My Lords, the 


claim of Mr. G. Apap Testaferrata to be 
recognised as one of the Maltese nobility, 
to which the noble Lord refers, was 
twice rejected by the Committee of 
Privileges of the Maltese Nobility. 
third occasion, in 1892, 


by the Secretary of State. 
matter is one of sufficient general interest 
spondence on the subject. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 


THe EARL or KIMBERLEY: 
Before the House adjourns, I) 


‘should like to know whether any noble 


Lord opposite can tell the House when 
the Second Reading of the London 
Government Bill will be taken. 


THe LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): I think I must ask the noble 
Farl to repeat the Question to-morrow, as 
Ihave had no opportunity of consulting 
my colleagues on that point. 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
before Five of the clock, till To-morrow, 
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On a| 


the Committee | 
advised the allowance of the claim, but | 
no fresh reasons were given for the | EDUCATION 
change of view, which was not accepted | 
It does not | 
appear to the Secretary of State that the | 








half past Ten of the clock. 





Private Bill Business, 
| HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 15th June 1899, 


1170 


| 
| PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





| 
| nes 
PRIVATE BILLS. [Lords.] 
| (Standing Orders not previously in- 
| quired into complied with.) 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
‘Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills—That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. : 


CLYDE NAVIGATION BILL. [Lords. ] 


Ordered—That the Bill be read a second 
| time. 


PPOVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


(Standing 





| [{Lords. ] 
| Orders applicable thereto 
complied with.) 

| Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
| Report from one of the Examiners of 


| Petitions for Private Bills—That, in the 


‘case of the following Bill, originating in 


the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
which are applicable thereto have been 
complied with, viz. : 

DEPARTMENT 


SIONAL ORDER 
(LIVERPOOL) BILL. 


Ordered—That the Bill be read a second 


PROVI- 
CONFIRMATION 
{Lords. ] 


| time To-morrow. 
to justify the publication of the corre- | 


BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


GODALMING CORPORATION 
BILL. (By Order.) 
As amended, considered. 


WATER 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE For FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): I 
beg to move to leave out Sub section 8 of 
Clause 54, and insert— 


“(g) And any balance remaining in any year 
shall be divided between the area of the 
borough and the area outside the borough 
within the water limits in the proportion of 
the water rents collected from each of those 
two areas during each year. The proportion 
belonging to the outside area shall be applied 
in reduction of the water rents of the outside 


2T 2 
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area, and the proportion belonging to the area | 
of the borough shall be applied at the discretion 
of the Corporation either in reduction of the 
water rents within the area of the borough or 
carried to the general district fund.” 

I have to explain to the House the reason 
why I move to insert this sub-section, 
The position is as follows, The Godalming 
Corporation propose to acquire the water- 
works which supply not merely the 
Borough of Godalming but also certain 
districts outside, and it is anticipated that 
there will be a considerable deficit in the 
first few years, which it is proposed to 
meet by a rate of 7}d. in the £ in the 
Borough of Godalming. The Committee 
which considered the Bill made various 
conditions regarding the price of water, 
and also the manner in which any profit 
accruing from the undertaking was to be 
divided. As regards the price of water, 
the Committee very considerably . re- 
duced the price the Corporation 
could charge as compared with that 
the Water Company’ which _ they 
were purchasing was entitled to charge, 
and a much lower maximum was fixed. 
The Committee also provided for the pay- 
ment of interest on the money borrowed 
for the undertaking, and for the re- 
organisation of the capital, as well as for 
the recoupment of any rate that might be 
raised, and for a small reserve fund if 
necessary. 
Committee put in a clause by which all 
the profits subsequent to the payment 
practically of the actual expenses, and the 
repayment of the rate in aid, should go 
equally to all water consumers in the 
form of a reduction of the price of water. 
The Corporation of Godalming objected 
to that clause, because, although they 
the whole of the 


were providing 
necessary funds, and were taking the 
risk of losing the money to be 


raised as a rate in aid, which in the first 
year would amount to £1,200, and which 
would probably continue for several 
years, the outside districts, which did not 
risk any money on the undertaking at 
all, would equally share in the advan- 
tages. The Corporation felt that that 
would be a very hard position to be placed 
in, and it was a position which the Local 
Government Board found to be entirely 
without precedent. Therefore there was 
a strong demand that the clause should 
be expunged from the Bill. Two days 
ago the House consented to allow the 
consideration of the Bill to be ad- 
journed until to-day, and in the in- 


{COMMONS} 


Having done all that, the | 
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terval a compromise has been effected 


on the following terms: that the 
profits, should any accrue from the 
undertaking, be divided into two 


parts, of which one goes to the Borough 
of Godalming and the other to the outside 
consumers of water in the proportion of 
the water rents collected from each of 
those two areas during any one year. The 
outside consumers will receive their 
share in a reduction in the price of water, 
and the Corporation will be able to apply 
their share to the reduction of the general 
rate or of the price of water. That is to 
say, part of the benefit is to be confined 
exclusively to those inside the borough, 
and may be shared by those who do not 
take the water, although they may have 
subscribed to the rate in aid. It is a 
very fair compromise. I understand it is 
acceptable to the Committee which 
considered the Bill. It has been 
accepted by the Borougk of Godalming, 
and it has been laid before those outside 
the borough who had previously been in 
opposition to the Bill, and we have not 
had any notice that they object. I think 
the compromise will be found useful in 
future cases as a precedent. It has been 
accepted by the Local Government Board, 
and commends itself, as far as I am 
aware, to the authorities of the House. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn Clause 54, page 28, to leave out sub- 
section (8), and insert: ‘(8) And any balance 
remaining in any year shall be divided between 
the area of the borough and the area outside 
the borough within the water limits in the 
proportion of the water rents collected from 
each of those two areas during each year. 
The proportion belonging to the outside area 
shall be applied in reduction of the water 
rents of the outside area, and the proportion 
belonging to the area of the borough shall be 
applied at the discretion of the Corporation 
either in reduction of the water rents within 
the area of the borough or carried to the 
general district fund.’ ”—(Mr. Brodrick.) 


Question proposed— 


“That Sub-section (8) stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
As Chairman of the Committee which had 
the audacity to introduce the precedent, 
perhaps I may be allowed to say that the 
Committee have not the slightest objec- 
tion tothis Amendment. But I should 
like to explain that the Committee does 
not think it fair that any profit that 
might result from the undertaking should 
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be used for the reduction of the price of 


gas or the building of a town hall solely | 


for the benefit of the ratepayers of the 
town of Godalming. We therefore put 
in a Clause that those outside the borough 
should not be charged a higher rate than 
those within the borough, and with the 


additional clause now introduced they | 


will be amply protected. We also thought 
it our duty to protect the municipality 
of Godalming from itself, because I have 
known cities in the North where the profit 
from gas and water was invested in a 
large municipal hotel, which cost a great 
deal of money which the gas and 
water consumers should have, but which 
was expended on an_ undertaking 
which had practically no result. We did 
not wish in any way to be hard on the 
Corporation. My right hon. friend has 
put forward a very strong case, but he 
omitted one fact, and that is that the 
Corporation had one or two heavy 
responsibilities when they bought the 
company up. The decision was given in 
a spirit of conciliation and concession, 
and some of the onerous responsibilities 
which would have been laid on the 
shoulders of the Corporation have been 
relaxed or entirely removed. With a 
hope that the Corporation will make a 
profit which will go to the reduction of 
the rates, I will support the amendment. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, 
Penrith): I am glad the parties have 
come together and have agreed on this 
matter. It only remains for me 
to give the arrangement my blessing. If 
the matter had to be discussed, I think 
on the whole I should have supported 
the view of the Committee. They have 
considered this matter very carefully, not 
once or twice, but three times; and 
though it may be said that they inserted a 
new principle in the Bill, I consider 


_ that where a Committee has given so 


much attention to the matter, and has 
thoroughly grasped all the facts and 
arguments, the House ought to sup- 
port its decision. I think that the agree- 
ment which has been arrived at is a very 
fair one, and I heartily support it. 
Question put, and negatived. 
Question— 
“That those words be here inserted,” 
put, and agreed to. 


Bill to be read. a third time. 


{15 JUNE 1899} 
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DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 


Ordered, That Standing Order 207 be 
suspended, and that the Third Reading 
of the Dublin Corporation Bill be taken 
To-morrow, though opposed.—(.V/r. 7. AV. 


| Healy.) 
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BRADFORD TRAMWAYS AND 
IMPROVEMENT BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments; report 
to lie upon the ‘Table, and to be printed. 
AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE 

BILL. [Lords ] 

Reported, with Amendments ; report 
to lie upon the Table. 


WATER 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have agreed to— 
Metropolitan Common Scheme (Harrow 

Weald) Provisional Order Bill, without 
Amendment. 


London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway (Pensions) Bill, 


Lisburn Urban District Council Bill 
(changed from “ Lisburn Town Com 
missioners Bill”), with Amendments. 


Amendments to Dumbarton 
Bill [Lords], without Amendment. 


Burgh 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade, 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Camborne, Dukin- 
field, Fenton, Finchley, Shipley, and 
Swinton.” [Electric Lighting Provisional 


Orders (No. 10) Bill. [Lords. ] 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act for 
authorising the Buenos Ayres and Pacific 
Railway Company, Limited, to prepare 
and carry into effect a scheme or schemes 
of arrangement with their shareholders, 
or with any class or classes of share- 
holders ; and to increase and consolidate 
its capital; and for other purposes.” 
[Buenos Ayres and Pacific Railway Com- 
pany Bill. [Lords.] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to 
give effect to a compromise of opposing 
claims affecting certain estates of the late 
Sir James Cockburn, 7th Baronet, de- 
ceased, situate in the counties of Pem- 
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broke, Cardigan, and Carmarthen, and in 


the city and county of London.” [Yorke 
Estate Bill. |Lords.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 10) BILL. [Lords.] 


Read the first time; referred to the | 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, | 


and to be printed. [Bill 235.] 


BUENOS AYRES AND PACIFIC RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY BILL.  [Lords. ] 
YORKE ESTATE BILL.  [Lords.] 


Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. 





PETITIONS. 


COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 


Petition from Redhill and Reigate, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL, 


Petitions in favour ;—From Montrose ; 
—and Arbroath ; to lie upon the Table. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
CT, 1845. 
Petition from Arbroath, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC 








FISHERY BOARD (SCOTLAND). 
Copy presented,—of Reports on the 
State of the Markets for Scottish-cured 
Herrings on the Continent, and in the 
United States of America [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2287 to 2289 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (MISCELLANEOUS 
SERIES). 

Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Miscellaneous Series, 
Nos. 504 and 505 [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 





QUESTIONS. 
MOUNTAIN ARTILLERY. 
Mr. PRETYMAN 


{COMMONS} 


(Suffolk, Wood- 





1176 
tary of State for War whether, now that 
it has been definitely laid down that the 
Mountain Artillery forms part of the 
Royal Garrison Artillery it is intended 
that officers serving in mountain batteries 
should draw armament pay in the same 
way as other officers of the Garrison 
Artillery. 


Questions. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuaw, 
Dover): The officers of the Mountain 
Artillery will have no armament under 
their charge, and it is not therefore pro- 
posed to give them any armament pay. 


ROYAL ARSENAL, WOOLWICH. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office if he will state 
how many men have been dismissed or 
suspended from employment at the Royal 
Arsenal, Woolwich, during the last twelve 
months, the reason for their dismissal, and 
the number of hours worked overtime 
during the same period. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POWELL 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, S.): The point 
raised by the hon. Gentleman is the same 
as that raised by the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Battersea on the 20th March, 
and I can only repeat the answer I then 
gave: 

“Before men are finally discharged on 
reduction the authorities at the Arsenal are 
instructed to ascertain whether men of the 
same trade are likely to be required within a 
reasonable time in other departments. The 
employment of men on work in another de- 
partment is not at all times possible. The 
space and machines in the workshops can only 
accommodate a certain number of men.” 


The number of men discharged during 
the period referred to in the question is 
1,316, and of the men suspended 2,677 ; 
but it would not be possible to state the 
number of hours worked overtime during 
the same period without elaborate cal- 
culations, which it would require con- 
siderable time and labour to complete. 


RIOTS IN MADRAS PRESIDENCY. 

Sr MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Béthnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India 
whether he has received any official par- 
ticulars regarding the riots which took 
place in the Tinnevelli district of Madras 





bridge): I beg to ask the Under-Secre- 





last Saturday ; and, if so, will he state the 
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same to the House; whether he has 
received any confirmation of the state- 
ment that 100 murders have been com- 
mitted and whole villages sacked; and 
what steps are taken to quell the dis- 
turbances. 


Questions: 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Haminton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): In reply to my hon. friend’s 
question I will read the telegram which I 
have to-day received from the Governor 
of Madras— 


“Tinnevelli riots due to dispute between 
Shanars on the one hand and Maravars on the 
other, regarding religious privileges of Shanars. 
Serious riots 6th June, at Sivakasi. Ten 
Shanars and ten Maravars killed, numerous 
houses burnt. Disturbance spread to Madura 
District to some extent, and serious riot re- 
ported from Shencottah in Travancore. 
Seventy persons wounded. Six companies of 
native troeps called out. European magis- 
tracy and police strengthened. ctive steps 
being taken to quell disturbances and punish 
rioters.” 

I may add that the Shanars and Maravars 


are castes of low social position, whose | 


occupations and manner of life are such 
as might readily lead to rioting and 
fighting. A similar encounter took 
place between the same two castes about 
four years ago. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
noble Lord, in view of what took place at 
Omdurman the other day, consider the 
desirability of levelling the temples and 
digging up the remains of the saints 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. 

THE FRANCHISE IN INDIA. 

Stir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 
(Banffshire) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for India what are the condi- 
tions under which the franchise is exer- 


cised by the inhabitants of the French 
possessions in India, and how do these 





| conditions compare with those affecting 


the inhabitants of British India. 

_Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
information as to the conditions under 
which the franchise is exercised by the 
inhabitants of the French possessions in | 
India, the size and nature of which are | 
such that any comparison of the kind 
Suggested in the question would be 
altogether misleading. | 


' 


Sim WM. WEDDERBURN : Does! 
the noble Lord think the franchise | 


{15 Junz 1899} 


| for India whether a despatch has been 
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cannot safely be entrusted to British 
Indians ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order. That 


is a matter of opinion, and does not arise 
out of the answer. 


Questions. 


BOMBAY CIVIL AND CRIMINAL 
PROCEDURE, 

Sir WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he will grant a Return for 
the last three years showing the number 
and nature of the civil and criminal ap- 
peals from the decisions of Political Ofti- 
cers in native states disposed of by the 
Bombay Government; whether he will 
state what is the procedure followed in 
the trial of these appeals ; whether the 
parties have an opportunity of being 
_heard in person or by counsel; and 
'whether any member of the Bombay 
|Government is a trained judicial officer 
| qualified to dispose of capital and other 
| cases as a final Court of Appeal. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: The Return 
for which the hon. Member asks cannot 
be supplied from information in _ this 
| country, but I will communicate with the 
| Government of Bombay on the subject. 
| In the case to which he refers, whether ° 
‘civil or criminal, the parties are heard 
_ either in person or by counsel in the Politi 

cal Courts of first instance, and again in 

the Political Courts of Appeal. In cases 
| where the decisions of these courts are 
| further reviewed by the Government of 

Bombay, the appeals and rejoinders may 
| be, and generally are, prepared by counsel 
'and submitted in writing; and if it is 
| found necessary that any issue should be 
argued by the parties in person or by 
counsel, the case is remanded to the local 
Court of Appeal for the purpose ; but 
| parties and counsel do not appear before 
the Governor in Council. The Govern- 
ment of Bombay includes one member 
who has held high office, political and 
judicial, in Kathiawar ; but it considers 
these matters as a Government, with the 
assistance of its legal advisers and _ its 
judicial department, and does not depend 
exclusively upon such legal or judicial 
training as may be possessed by any of 
its members. 

COOPERS HILL COLLEGE. 

Sir SEYMOUR KING (Hall, Cen- 

tral): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
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sent to India approving special terms of | when he expects to be able to communi- 
retirement for certain service officers of | cate to the House the papers connected 
the Indian Public Works Department | with the concession of the Turkish loan 
from Coopers Hill ; and whether, for the , of 1855. 
convenience of those concerned, the terms | *Mr. BRODRICK : No decision has 
may now be published. | . . 

been come to on this question, and I fear 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON : A despatch on | -. cannot indicate any date for laying 
the subject of the terms of retirement to} — ’ 
be offered to certain officers of the Indian ° THE ANSAHS, OF ASHANTI. 
Public Works Department, who were re- Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland. 
cruited from Coopers Hill College in the | Tyneside) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
years 1874, 1875, and 1876, has been State for the Colonies, with reference to 
addressed to the Government of India, | the petition of John Ansah and Albert 
but has not yet reached them. As soon Ossoo Ansah, princes of the late kingdom 
as they have received it I understand that of Ashanti, presented to Her Most 
they will take steps to make its contents | Gracious Majesty the Queen, setting 
known to the local Governments for such | forth their grievances, whether he is 
action as they may consider desirable. ' aware that they rendered material assist- 
ance to the late Ashanti Expedition in 
THE ARMENIAN ARCHBISHOP AND advising the King of Ashanti to submit 
BISHOPS. without resistance to the English forces ; 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I | that they were arrested and charged with 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State forgery, and were tried and acquitted of 
for Foreign Affairs whether Her Majesty’s those charges, but nevertheless their 
Government will represent to the Sultan | property and effects were seized and 
the injury done to the Armenian arch-| carried away, and whether the house of 
bishop and bishops, who are forcibly de- | one of them at Coomassie was levelled to 
tained in the monastery of St. James at the ground by order of the English 
Jerusalem without trial, and without | authorities; and whether it is the inten- 
knowing for what offences they have been tion of the Government to compensate 
exiled from their dioceses ; and whether, the Ansahs for any damage done them, 
seeing that those prelates are men of | and whether they or any one of them will 
high character, the Secretary of State be allowed to resume the possession of 
will communicate on the subject with the any property which they or he may have 
Powers which are parties to Articles 61 owned or possessed, before the conquest 
and 62 of the Berlin Treaty. ‘of Ashanti, within the confines of that 
e ee SPE : kingdom. 
THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Broprick,Surrey,, Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror 
Guildford): It appears from a despatch | ty~ COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
received from Her Majesty’s Ambassador | Birmingham, W.): I have no informa- 
at Constantinople that the prelates in tion as to the advice which was given by 
question are allowed the same liberty asthe Messrs. Ansah to the King of 
the other inmates of the monastery, and | Ashanti. It is true that they were tried 
that there is no reason to suppose that on a charge of forging their credentials, 
they are subjected to any special treat- | and acquitted ; but Her Majesty's 
ment apart from the punishment of not | Government refused to entertain their 
being allowed to leave their present place | claim for compensation, because, while not 
of residence. His Excellency understands | impugning the verdict, they considered 
that an annual stipend is paid tothem by that there was a case for trial and did 
the Imperial Government through the | not find that any suggestion to the con- 
Armenian patriarchate at Constantinople. | trary was made when the trial took 
In these circumstances Her Majesty’s place. The property found in the house 
Government do not propose to make any of Mr. John Ansah at Coomassie was 
— to the Sultan on taken possession of by the police and 
e subject. io aaaiid handed over to their counsel, Mr. T. 
ns BEISH LOAN OF 1855. ‘Hutton Mills, after the trial. No house 
_ Mr. DILLON: I beg toask the Under was destroyed in connection with this 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs | case, but after their arrest certain native 
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huts were removed in order to clear the| ments interested to raise their duties 
ground in the vicinity of the fort at | above those minima, if they so desire ; 
Coomassie, and I will inquire whether | and it is therefore impossible at present 
their house was one of them. Upon the/ to answer the latter part of the hon. 
question whether they ean now be Member's question. 


Questions 





allowed to retuen to Coomassie I will | 


consult the Governor of the Gold Coast. | 


I do not know what property, if any, 
they possess in Ashanti. 
WEST AFRICAN LIQUOR’ TRAFFIC. 
Mr. W. F. LAWRENCE (Liverpool, 
Abercromby) : I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
authorities for the Niger Coast Protec- 
torate and other West African posses- 
sions of the Crown have issued notifica- 
tions of an additional taxation to be 
placed upon spirits ; and whether in the 
case of all these colonies the import 
duties upon spirits were already higher 
in the British territories than in the 
adjacent territories under the French 
and German flag ; and if so, whether he 
can state what will be the amount of such 
increase, and the duty on spirits in future 
to be levied in the British colonies as 
compared with similar duties levied in the 
French and German territories. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The 
recently signed Convention provides for 
a minimum duty of about 3s. per proof 
gallon throughout the Liquor Zone, with 
an exception in the case of Dahomey and 
Togoland, where the duty will be about 
2s. 6d. per proof gallon. The duties in 
Lagos and the Niger Coast Protectorate 
were recently raised, in anticipation of an 
increase of the general minimum, to 3s. 
per proof gallon. The duties in Sierra 
Leone and the greater part of the Gold 
Coast were already 3s. and 4s. 6d. per 
proof gallon respectively. In the case of 
Sierra Leone, Gold Coast, and Lagos, the 
duties were already higher than in the 
adjacent territories under the French 
flag. There is a Customs Union between 
the Gold Coast District east of the Volta 
and the adjacent German possession of 
Togoland, so that in this case the duties 
are the same. In the case of the Niger 
Coast Protectorate the duty was less than 
in the adjoining German possession of 
the Cameroons. The duties in all the 
possessions within the Liquor Zone, 
whether French, German, or English, 
cannot, of course, fall below the minima 
fixed by the Convention, but the Con- | 


vention empowers any of the Govern- | confirmation of the statement that the 


FALSE TRANSVAAL REPORTS. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether his 
attention has been drawn to a cablegram 
from Cape Town stating that there was a 
report that he was conferring with Mr. 
Rhodes, and that this has astounded the 
local community, affecting Dutch opinion 
deplorably ; whether he is aware that 
the Municipal Council of Cape ‘Town has 
recently, by a large majority, refused an 
address of welcome to Mr. Rhodes ; and, 
whether, in order to allay the suspicions 
that appear to exist in South Africa, and 
to prevent all possible misconstruction, he 
will refrain from all interviews with Mr. 
Cecil Rhodes. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I am 
obliged to the hon. Gentleman for giving 
me al opportunity to contradict this false- 
hood. My attention was drawn to the 
cablegram referred to, and I have 
authorised Sir Alfred Milner to state 
that I have had no communication with 
Mr. Khodes on Transvaal affairs since 
1896. I may take this opportunity to 
warn the House against believing without 
confirmation any of the numerous state- 
ments which at a time like the present are 
invented and circulated for obvious pur- 
poses. Perhaps, Sir, in connection with 
that, I may be allowed to say that I 
observed in the newspapers two or three 
days ago a statement that has been re- 
peated in the evening newspapers to- 
night, with a breadth of detail, as to my 
having made arrangements to leave this 
country. The newspapers have been 
misinformed, There is not a word of 
truth in any one of the statements that 
have been made. I have not engaged 
carriages either in this country or in 
France, and I have no intention whatever 
of leaving this country at the present 
time. 

“ ANTI-BRITISH” PROPAGANDA. 

Sir ELLIS ASHMEAD-BARTLETT 
(Sheffield, Ecclesall): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Her Majesty’s Government have 
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Boer Government have spent considerable 


‘sums of money upon an anti-British 
propaganda in Cape Colony. 


Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Before this question is answered [ 
should like to draw attention to a matter 
of form. I submit that this question is 
grossly out of order. 


mentative expression. It is a mere 
matter of opinion, and as such the 
question cannot be asked. 
saying “‘ Anti-Boer propaganda.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do no see how it | 


could be put otherwise. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I have no 


information which I can give to the, 


House. 


SHUNTING 
CHATHAM 


FATALITY ON THE 
AND DOVER RAILWAY. 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- | 


side) : I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the remarks of Mr. 
Coroner Troutbeck, in an inquiry into the 
death of Frederick Goodacre, a shunter in 
the employ of the London, Chatham, and 
Dover Railway Company, in which he com- 


mented adversely upon the darkness of the | 


shunting yard and the practice of work- 
ing shunters overtime, and whether he 
has instructed one of the sub-inspectors 
to inquire into this fatality. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuie, Croydon) : 
Yes, Sir, an inquiry will be ordered into 
the case. There is some discrepancy 
about the name of the deceased, but we 
are in communication with the railway 
company on the subject. 


BEER MATERIALS COMMITTEE. 
Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether, in conformity 
with the suggestion contained in the 


{COMMONS} 


The observation | 
“ Anti-British propaganda” is an argu- | 


It is like | 
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direct the Commissioners to alter the form 
of the published return relating to 
| brewers’ licences, so as to disclose the 
| quantities of malt, substitutes for malt, 
or unmalted grain, and of hops or substi- 
tutes for hops used by each individual 
brewer. 


Questions. 


Tue CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu, 
Bristol, W.): The majority of the Com- 
mittee, while they mentioned that hops 
and hop substitutes might be made the 
subject of a separate entry, expressed their 
opinion that no deleterious substitutes 
were in fact used, and that compulsory 
| declaration of the use of substitutes would 
serve no useful end. Legislation would 
be necessary to compel brewers to make 
such entries, and, in view of the Com- 
mittee’s opinion, I have not seen my way 
to propose it. The suggestion in the 
second paragraph was also considered by 
the Committee, but the opinion of the 
majority was that it would involve in- 
quisitorial interference with business and 
a departure from that reticence as to 
individuals which is an essential feature 
of our revenue system. 


Smr CUTHBERT QUILTER: Seeing 
that this information is in the hands of a 
large number of public servants, can the 
right hon. Gentleman give any reason 
why it should be withheld from Members 
of this House ? 





Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
know that it isin the hands of a large 
number of public servants. 
METROPOLITAN STREET OBSTRUC- 

TIONS. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverford West): I beg to ask the 
| Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
iment whether his attention has been 
| called to the dismissal by the presiding 
| magistrate at Marylebone Police Court, 
| on the 16th May, 1899, of two summonses 
| against carmen for permitting their vans 








Majority Report and the recommendation | to stand on the roadway longer than was 
contained in the Minority Report of the | necessary for loading or unloading, on 
Beer Materials Committee, he will direct | the ground that it was too trivial, and 
the Commissioners of Inland Revenue to} that such petty prosecutions were an 
require brewers for sale to make separate | abuse of the statute ; whether he is aware 
entry, after the close of the present fiscal | that the practice of obstructing the traffic 
year, of all substitutes for hops used, | by leaving large vans often in two ranks 
describing accurately the nature of such in the streets, with the horses feeding, 
substitutes ; aud whether he will further and often without anyone in charge, for a 








for 


to | 


An 


age 








ot 


se 


nd 
he 
rt- 
en 
ng 
rt, 
08 
ns 
“as 


nd 
an 
re 
tic 
ks 


1g, 














1185 Questions. 


considerable time, is causing both a serious | 
obstruction and a serious danger ; and | 
whether, in the Bill for regulating the | 
traffic of the metropolis, he will insert | 
such provisions as will enable the police | 
to prevent such obstructions, and will | 
make the enactment so clear that magis- 
trates cannot refuse to convict. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY For THE | 
HOME OFFICE (Mr. Jesse CoL.inas, | 
Birmingham, Bordesley) : The answer to | 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. | 
The police possess power to deal with— | 
and they do deal with—cases of obstruc- 
tion arising from vans, &c., standing 
longer than may be necessary for 
loading or unloading, and the Secre- 
tary of State is not prepared to say 
that the obstruction or danger arising 
from the source indicated is unduly in 
excess of what must inevitably arise from 
the commercial needs of the metropolis. 
The Secretary of State does not think it 
will be necessary to introduce any further 
provisions for the purpose suggested into 
the Bill now before the House. 


NATURALISATION CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department whether the obtaining of a 
certificate of naturalisation from a Prin- 
cipal Secretary of State as a British 
subject by an alien is a condition pre- 
cedent to becoming a naturalised British 
subject, although the applicant for 
naturalisation may have resided in the 
United Kingdom or served under the 
Crown the period which may render him 
qualified for naturalisation under the pro- 
visions of the Naturalisation Act of 1870 ; 
whether the Secretary of State can give 
or withhold the certificate of naturalisa- 
tion at his discretion; whether, in the 
event of refusal to grant the certificate, 
the Secretary of State is obliged to state 
the grounds of refusal ; and is there any, 
and, if so, what appeal from the decision 
of the Secretary of State refusing to 
grant the certificate of naturalisation as a 
British subject to an alien who has fulfilled 
the statutory conditions qualifying him 
for naturalisation. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS : The answers 
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to all the hon. Member’s questions may 
be put together shortly as follows : 
An alien who is a male and of full, 
age ean only become a_ naturalised 
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British subject in the United King- 
dom under the provisions of a Per- 
sonal Act of Parliament, or by receiving 
a certificate from a Secretary of State. 
Such certificates may be given or refused 
by the Secretary of State at his discre- 
tion, without reasons assigned and without 
appeal. 


ECCLESIASTICAL JUDGES. 

Mr. CHARLES McARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney-General whether Sir Arthur 
Charles has been appointed Dean of 
Arches ; if so, whether the appointment 
has been made under the Public Worship 
Regulation Act, and approved by the 
Crown, as required by that Act, also when 
such approval was signified ; if the appoint- 
ment has been made otherwise than under 
the Public Worship Regulation Act, and 
under what law and by whose authority 
it has been made. 


*Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: It has been 
decided to appoint Sir Arthur Charles to 
be a Judge of the Provincial Courts of 
Canterbury and York, pursuant to the 
Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874, 
Section 7 ; and the necessary formal steps 
for the making of the appointment by the 
Archbishops, and its approval and ratifi- 
cation by the Crown, are now being 
carried out. A Dean of Arches is not 
now appointed. 


BRITISH ARTISTS AND 
EXHIBITION. 
Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury what amount of space has been 
allotted to the exhibition of the works of 
British artists, past and living, at the 
forthcoming Paris Exhibition ; and what 
proportion will be appropriated to works 
of art produced since the last Paris 
Exhibition, thus securing the primary 
object of such periodical exhibitions— 
viz., the illustration of the progress of 
contemporary art. 


THE PARIS 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): The space allotted in the Paris 
Exhibition for British works of art 
executed since the Ist May, 1889, consists 
of three rooms and part of a corridor in 
the new Palace of Fine Art. These 
rooms afford 466 feet run of wall space 
available for hanging paintings, drawings, 
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etc. Sculpture of all nationalities will be | that when the state of the work enabled 


distributed throughout the building at 
the discretion of the French authorities. 
Works of art may also be exhibited in 
the British Pavilion on the Quai d'Orsay, 
but the Royal Commission have decided 
to reserve this building mainly for the 
display of works by old masters of the 
British School. 
ASSISTANTS TO SUB-POSTMASTERS. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster-General, if there is 
any rule or regulation preventing a rural 
postman performing part of the official 
duties of a sub-postmaster, provided that 
the work so performed is checked or 
supervised by the sub-postmaster. 


Mr. HANBURY: There is no regula- 
tion on the point referred to; but it is 
thought undesirable that a rural postman 
should perform any duties in the office of 
a sub-postmaster, and there are not many 
cases in which a rural postman would 
have sufficient time at his disposal to 
admit of his giving useful service as an 
assistant in a sub-office. 


CENTRAL TELEGRAPH STAFF, 
LONDON. 

Mr. MGHEE (Louth, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master-General, whether he has received 
a petition with reference to permanent 
duties from noon till 8 p.m., forwarded 
to him in February last by a section of 
the telegraph staff of the Central Office, 
London; whether an elected committee 
of the staff also petitioned him with 
reference to the Christmas holidays of 
1898; and whether replies can now be 
communicated to the staff. 


Mr. HANBURY: The petition re- 
ferred to in the first part of the hon. 
Member’s question was duly received, | 
and an endeavour has been made to comply 
with it, but at present the circumstances 
do not admit of this being done. The 
hours complained of can, however, scarcely 
be regarded as irksome, and the Post- | 
master-General does not consider that | 
any hardship will be involved if they | 
have to be maintained for a time. A 
petition with reference to the Christmas 
holidays of 1898 was also received, and a | 
reply was given on the 20th December, | 


any portion of the staff to be released in 
either Christmas week, or in the succeed- 


ing week, without additional expense or 


inconvenience to the public, this should 
be done; and effect was given to this 
decision as far as possible. 


IRELAND—THE BAGOT ESTATE. 


Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, §%.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord-Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been drawn to certain pro- 
ceedings in reference to the Bagot estate, 
which took place in the Dublin Courts on 
26th April; whether he has_ received 
copies of resolutions passed recently at a 
public meeting held in Ballymoe, county 
Galway, on the subsequent Sunday ; 
whether the Congested Districts Board 
have been negotiating for the purchase of 
the said estate, and whether subsequently 
Sir Nicholas R. O’Conor, British Ambas- 
sador at Constantinople, intervened as a 
possible purchaser; whether any repre- 
sentations on the subject have been or 
will be made to Sir N. R. O’Conor, with 
the view of giving to the people the ad- 
vantage arising from purchase by the 
Congested Districts Board ; and whether 
that Board will continue its negotiations 
to secure the estate. 


*THE CHIEF SECRETARY ror 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. BA.LrFovur, 
Leeds, Central): I am aware of the pro- 
ceedings taken by the Congested Dis- 
tricts Board in the Land Judge’s Court 
respecting this estate. The Board in- 
structed their solicitor to negotiate for 


‘the purchase of portion of the estate, 


and he appeared vefore the Land Judge 
in reference to the matter, but the Land 
Judge decided to accept the offer of Sir 
Nicholas O’Conor. The replies to the 
fourth and fifth paragraphs are in the 
negative. 


IRISH COUNTY INFIRMARIES. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


| Lieutenant of Ireland if he will give a 


Return showing the proportionate number 
of governors and members of county 
councils prescribed by the Local Govern- 


'ment Board to manage Irish county infir- 


maries, and the data as to contribution 
and property on which the respective 
numbers were determined ; has any, and, 
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if so, what reply been given to the protest | 
in possession of firearms with a licence 


of Queen’s County Council against the 
representation they were afforded ; and 
on what basis was this representation 
arrived at. 
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without an Excise licence ; is Brady still 


under the Arms Act; and is it the in- 
tention of the authorities to treat this 


/recent conviction as a contravention of 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Return | 


indicated in the question will be laid on 
the Table of the House as soon as the 
respective numbers have been finally de- 
cided. 
cases, with respect to which the Local 
Government Board are stiil in correspon- 
dence with the local authorities. Before 
finally deciding upon the number of re- 
presentatives to be elected by the county 
council and the governors, a provisional 
statement was sent to each council of the 
proposal of the Local Government Board, 
and the views of the council were invited. 
Where the representations made to the 
3oard appeared to demand consideration 
they have modified their original proposal. 
In the case of Queen’s County, the Board 
have added five members to the number 
of the committee formerly fixed to be 
elected by the County Council. The 
financial particulars were in each case 
supplied by the officers of the board of 
governors and secretaries of county 
councils; but as the Local Government 
Joard do not audit the accounts of county 
infirmaries they have no means of check- 
ing the particulars furnished by the 
ofticers of these institutions. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Can the right 
hon. Gentleman say whether he hopes to 
be able to lay this Return before Thurs- 
day or Friday next, when it is proposed 
to take the Irish Estimates ? 


This has been done in all but five | 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Ido not think | 


it advisable to lay it in an incomplete 


form; but I shall be happy, if it is not | 
complete, to let the hon. Member see any | 


information he wishes. 


PENALTIES FOR CARRYING  FIRE- 
ARMS IN IRELAND. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 


Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 


his recognisance to be of good behaviour. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Since I re- 
plied to the hon. and learned Member’s 
previous question of the 21st February 
respecting this man, he has been prose- 
cuted at the suit of the Excise authori- 
ties for carrying a gun without a licence, 
and has been fined in a sum of £2 10s. 
Brady is not in possession of firearms, 
nor has he a licence under the Peace 
Preservation Act. It is believed that the 
gun which he used on the occasions men- 
tioned belonged to his son, who has a 
licence, and who has been warned by the 
police that if he did not take steps to 
prevent the use of the weapon by his 
father the question of revoking his licence 
would have to be considered. The facts 
of the case have been fully reported upen 
to my right hon. friend the Attorney- 
General for Ireland, who has advised that 
it is not necessary to have Brady brought 
up for judgment. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: May Lask whether 
carrying arms without a licence is not 
only an offence against the Excise but also 
under the Arms Act. Why was not this 
man prosecuted and sent to gaol for three 
months, as the Nationalists were ? 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: As the hon. 
Gentleman knows, if the Excise take up 
a case it is not always necessary to take it 
before any other court. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: In one court you 
get a fine, and the other imprisonment. 


THE ROSSMORE ESTATE. 


*Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, S.) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 


| Lord Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware 


Ireland what is the result of his promise | 


to inquire into the breaches of the law of 
which Thomas Brady, of Ballinaglera, 


County Leitrim, has been three times con- | 
'when the bailiffs arrived, but that a 


victed, viz. at Carrick Assizes, 5th June, 
1898, for firing at the person; at Doura 
Petty Sessions, on 9th November, 18938, 


and 12th April, 1899, for carrying arms | 


that an eviction party from the Rossmore 
estate office at Monaghan attended on 
Saturday, the 3rd instant, at the town- 
land of Cormary, near Newbliss, to evict 
Francis Finegan and his sister from their 
farm ; that the woman Finegan, who was 
over 60 years of age, was lying in bed ill 


doctor, not belonging to the district, 
certified that she was quite fit to be re- 
moved, and that Mr. Turner, relieving 
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officer, when he reached the scene with , 
the workhouse ambulance, refused to , 
remove the woman unless upon the cer- | 


tificate of Dr. Henry, the medical officer | 


of this district ; that the bailiffs had the | 
greater portion of the furniture and | 
effects thrown out upon the street when | 
Dr. Henry arrived, and that Dr. Henry | 
forbade any further action by the bailiffs 
when he saw the condition of the woman, | 
who died the following day or the day after; | 
was an inquest held, seeing that her end | 
was accelerated by the action of the} 
bailiffs ; who employed the doctor who | 
supplied the certificate of fitness of 
removal ; and will any notice be taken 
of this case. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The facts are | 


generally as stated in the first paragraph. 
Dr. Henry did not arrive until 10.20 p.m., 
after the evicting party had left. The 
woman, who was not disturbed, died on 
the morning of the 6th inst. No inquest 
was held; the deceased had been ailing 
for the past twelve months, during the 
last two of which she was confined to 
bed. The medical man who stated she 
was fit for removal was employed by the 


agent to the landlord. No action is called | 
for in the case on the part of the| 


Government. 


Mr. MACALEESE: Were the furni- | 


ture and other effects removed ? 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The furniture 


was removed. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
FINANCE. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 


ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to resolutions 
passed by various county councils in Ire- | 
land, including the county councils of 
Cork and Donegal, directing attention to 
the enormous increase of labour and of | 
expense entailed on the financial depart- 
ments of the counties under the new rules 
of the Irish Local Government Board in 
connection with the extra duties placed | 
on the county councils by reason of copy- | 
ing rate books and the applotments of the | 
poor rate, including the calculations | 
necessary consequent on each special | 
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for the amendment of these rules, either 
by legislation or otherwise. 


*Mr. G. W. 
Government Board have received resolu- 


| tions from several county councils on the 


subject mentioned in the first paragraph. 
In drafting the County Councils Order, 
1899, dealing with accounts, every care 
was taken to minimise the labour necessi- 
tated by the Local Government Act in 
assessing and applotting the rates, and I 
do not think these accounts could be sim- 
plified further. It must be remembered 
that a good deal of the labour thrown by 
the Act upon county councils in applot- 
ting the rates implies a corresponding 
relief to the officers of unions. The 
additional copying of the rate books is 
rendered necessary by Section 96 of the 
Act, and this provision merely involves 
the temporary employment of a few addi- 
tional clerks. 


AGRICULTURAL GRANT TO COUNTY 
DONEGAL. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of [reland whether his atten- 
tion has been directed to .« resolution 
passed by the Donegal Couaty Council, 
requesting the Irish Local Government 
| Board to vary their certificate under Sec- 
tion 49 of the Irish Local Government 


| Act, and allow the county the further 
sum of £1,100 7s. annually, inasmuch as 
the sums of £787 17s. 1ld. and of 
£912 16s. 4d., received by the Grand 
| Jury of the County of Donegal from the 
sale of dog licences, and the sum of £500, 
' received from the Belfast Bank as interest 
on credit balances on foot of such Grand 
| Jury’s account, were in the standard year 
applied by the Grand Jury in aid of the 
county cess for said year, and were not 


|taken into account in calculating the 


proportion of the Agricultural Grant to 
which the county was entitled; and 
whether he, as head of the Irish Local 
Government Board, will take steps to 


| secure that effect be given to this resolu- 


tion. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A copy of 
the resolution referred to has been re- 
ceived by the Local Government Board, 
and the County Council have been in- 
formed that the sums in question were 


3ALFOUR: The Local 








charge being applotted separately ; and| duly taken into account by the Board 
whether he, as head of the Irish Local before they made their certificate under 
Government Board, wili take measures Section 49 of the Local Government Act, 
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It has also been pointed out to the Couw.- , 
cil that these sums appear in the audited | 


abstracts of the county accounts, which 
were used by the Board in making the 
necessary calculations. | 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: May I ask | 
whether it is not a fact that so cumbrous | 
are the arrangements of the Local Govern- | 
ment Board with regard to the books that | 
forty clerks are now required by the Cork 
County Council to do work hitherto | 
accomplished by two clerks, and that the 
County Council has in vain protested ? 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do not see | 
how that arises out of the question. 


NEWCASTLE WEST (LIMERICK) 
CREAMERY. 

Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg | 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord | 
Lieutenant of Ireland if steps will be 
taken by the Local Government Board to 
enforce the provisions of Section 3 of 
the Public Health (Amendment) Act, 
1890, in Newcastle West, county Limerick, 
so as to abate the nuisance created by the 
washings and rancid scourings of the local 
creamery pouring into the main sewer of 
the town, which is held to be dangerous 
to health. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The newly | 
elected Rural District Council has been 
urged by the Local Government Board to 
adopt Part 3 of the Public Health Acts 
Amendment Act of 1890, but it has 
declined to do so. The Local Govern- 
ment Board have no power to compel a 
sanitary authority to adopt this section 
of the Act, but if the Board receive a 
complaint under Section 15 of the Public 
Health Act of 1896, they will cause a 
local inquiry to be held into the matter. 


IRISH INTERMEDIATE EDUCATION. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland when the | 
pamphlet of the Intermediate Education 
Rules and Programme for 1900 will be 
published ; whether this pamphlet was 
passed by the Commissioners and sent to | 
the Lord Lieutenant for approval at or 
before Whitsuntide ; and whether he is | 
aware that, as the pamphlet is issued in | 
all years by 1st April, and as the schools 
mostly break up for the holidays about 
2lst June, much inconvenience has | 
already been experienced by the teachers | 
in consequence of the prolonged delay. | 


| 





{15 JUNE 1899} 





1194 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Rules 


and Programme for 1900 were submitted 
yesterday to the Lord Lieutenant for 
signature, and will be published, when 
signed, without delay. ‘The pamphlet is 
usually issued in March or April, but its 
publication this year has been delayed for 
the reason already explained to my hon. 
friend. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: Will 
the right hon. Gentleman see that no such 
delay occurs in future years 4 


Questions, 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have already 


explained that the delay was in connection 
| with the Report of a Commission, which 


is still sitting, but which is not likely to 
sit in future years. 


DISTURBANCES AT COOKSTOWN. 

Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that on the 2nd instant another 
outbreak of stone-throwing by an Orange 
drumming party took place in Cookstown, 
who, after breaking the windows of the 
Foresters’ Hall, though not so extensively 
as the same ora similar party broke them 
on the 4th of April last, rushed to the 
Roman Catholic quarter of the town, into 
which they showered stones which 


| smashed the windows of three Catholic 


houses, and injured several persons ; that 
Mr. James Mayne was furiously stoned 
by the crowd, and a young man who 
accompanied him was struck on the head 
and rendered insensible ; and that Mr. 
Mayne having brought the injured young 


-man into Mr. Devlin’s house, proceeded 


to cross the street for medical assistance 


/under the protection of Mr. District In- 


spector Carey, when both were rushed 


‘upon in the middle of the street and 
‘driven into Dr. Knight’s house amidst a 


volley of stones; and, whether he can 
state how many arrests were made, how 
many persons will be prosecuted, and 
what steps will be taken to prevent the 
recurrence of these periodic attacks upon 
peaceable people. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: One pane of 
glass was broken in the Foresters’ Hall on 
the 2nd instant. The Orange party did 
not rush into the Roman Catholic quarter, 
but they broke the windows in the houses 
of three Catholic residents. Stones were 
also thrown at Mr. Mayne and a young 
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man who accompanied him, and the latter 
was rendered insensible for a time from a 
blow on the head. Stones were again 
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complaint was made to the Inspector- 
|General, Royal Irish Constabulary, as to 
| the conduct of District Inspector Meehan, 


Quesitons. 





thrown at Mr. Mayne when in the com-! Carrick-on-Shannon, in threatening to 


pany of the district inspector, but he was 
not struck, and the police drove the 
Orange crowd away from Dr. Knight's 


house, charging the crowd with trun- | 


The dis- | 


cheons and dispersing them. 
trict inspector and a number of police 
were struck with stones. The actual 
stone-throwers were not detected, as the 
occurrence took place in the darkness at 
night time, and no arrests have been made. 
Every precaution will be taken by the 
police to prevent, as far as possible, a 
repetition of this rioting and disturbance 
in which both parties have participated. 


IRISH LAND PURCHASE. 

Mr. YOUNG (Cavan, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, with reference to 
the delay complained of by the tenants 
and owners of land in Ireland in carrying 
out the Land Purchase Acts (Ireland), 
whether nis attention has been called to 
the estate of Rev. Edward S. Reilly, in 
Chancery, near Kingscourt ; whether he 
is aware that a number of tenants on 
that estate have agreed with the land- 
lords to purchase at a price already fixed, 
and have lodged with the Land Commis- 
sion the usual affidavits under the Land 
Purchase Acts, and no Court valuer has 


estreat a man’s recognisances because he 
called a local magistrate by his Christian 
name ; and will the inquiry be granted. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 
It appears the man in question was 
making a practice of calling after the 
magistrate by his Christian name in an 
offensive manner every time he passed. 
The Inspector-General has informed the 
writer of the complaint that he had 
inquired into the matter and found it did 
not call for his further interference. 


LONGFORD AND THE AGRI- 
CULTURAL GRANT. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland on what basis the allot- 
ment of the county Longford portion of 
the Agricultural Grant was fixed. What 
excluded charges (if any) were taken 
into account in fixing the amount for the 
half-year at £4,905 5s. ; will he explain 
why it is that, although the figures on 
which this calculation was based have 
been asked for by the County Council, 
no reply has been vouchsafed ; and will 
he see that the Local Government Board 
supply full information as desired. 


since been sent to inspect the holdings ; | 


and if he can state the cause of delay or | 


say when the Court valuer will come 
down to inspect these holdings. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The estate 
referred to is for sale in the Land Judge’s 


Court, and in nine cases, by applications | 


lodged with the Land Commissioners so 
recently as the 15th of March last, the 
tenants have applied for advances to 
enable them to purchase their holdings in 
that Court. Two similar applications 
were also lodged on the 27th of the same 
month. The cases have been referred to 


one of the Commissioners’ inspectors, but | 
owing to the number of cases on his | 
hands he has not yet been able to visit | 
This will be done by him | lated. 


the holdings. 
at the earliest possible opportunity. 


DISTRICT INSPECTOR MEEHAN. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I! 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the | 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether a | the Irish Estimates come on. 


Mr. G.. W. BALFOUR: The basis 
on which the Agricultural Grant to Long- 
ford, as to other counties, was fixed, is 
defined in Sections 48, 49, 56, and 57 of 
the Act of last year. The excluded 
charges, in the case of Longford, consist 
of charges for malicious injuries, relief of 
distress, and special sanitary rates. They 
affected the grant to the extent of about 
£90. The information asked for by the 
County Council was not given by the 
Local Government Board, but I propose, 
as already stated, to lay on the Table of 
the House a general memorandum 
explaining the methods adopted in order 
to arrive at the basis on which the 
amounts of the Grant have been calcu- 


| Mr. J. P. FARRELL: When will it 
| be laid % 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I hope before 
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(Juestions. 

RIOTING AT BELFAST. | 

Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of | 
Ireland whether he can state what steps | 
have been taken by the employers on the 
Queen’s Island and in other establish- 
ments in Belfast, where Roman Catholie 
workers have been attacked, to protect 
these workers and preserve the peace ? 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The managers 
of Messrs. Harland and Wolffs, Queen’s 
Island, have given notice that they will 
reduce the hours of work in case of 
renewed disturbance, and have offered a 
reward of £500 for proof of assault on 
Roman Catholic workers in the mills. 
Quiet generally prevails, and the em- 
plovers and managers are most anxious to 
ensure the safety of their Catholic 
workers. 


Mr. DILLON : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that Roman 
Catholic girls in several of the mills in 
Belfast have been attacked, beaten, and 
driven from their work; whether any 
public meeting of the respectable Pro- 
testants of Belfast, or of the employers of 
labour, has been held to condemn these 
proceedings; and whether the Lord 
Mayor and magistrates of the city have 
taken any steps to condemn and put a stop 
to these proceedings. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am aware 
that assaults were committed, on the 8th 
instant, on three Roman Catholic girls 
employed in mills in Belfast, by a crowd 
of women. Four of the accused have 
heen convicted by the magistrates; two 
of them were sentenced to a month's 
imprisonment each, and the remaining 
two were fined in a sum of £2 each, with 
costs. I have no information as to the 
second paragraph. No meeting of the 
magistrates has been considered necessary 
by the Lord Mayor, the city having been 


- quiet for soine days past. 


CLERKS OF IRISH UNIONS. 

Mr. TULLY (Leitrim, S.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
clerks of unions have been always paid, 
as part of their duties, for checking 
periodically the rate collectors’ accounts ; 
whether it is proposed by the Local: 
‘Government Board un:ler a recent Order 
in Council to pay them an additional 


{15 June 1899} 


| sum of 5s. per hundred names for check- 


|duty of the 
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(Jue sions. 


ing the collectors’ books; and whether 
he can state on what grounds it is pro- 
posed to increase in this way the remune- 
ration of clerks of unions . 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: While the 


| boards of guardians were the rating 


authorities it was part of the ordinary 
clerk of the union to 
examine periodically the accounts of the 
poor rate collectors, but no special 
remuneration was allowed for this work. 
This duty now devolves upon the secre- 
taries to the county councils. It is 
obvious that a county secretary will 
require assistance in the checking of the 
accounts of the collectors for an entire 
county, and it was therefore thought 
desirable to permit the county council to 
authorise their secretary to xppoint these 
experienced clerks of unions to act as his 
deputy for this important work. It is 
optional with county councils to avail- 
themselves of this permission, but if they 
do so the clerk will be entitled to 
remuneration at the rate mentioned in 
the question. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will put down the Local Government 
Vote or the Constabulary Vote in the Irish 
Estimates for discussion on Friday next, 
so as to facilitate discussion by Irish 
Members. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFOUK, Manchester, 
E.): I think the Votes the hon. Gentle- 
man suggests are very important ones, 
and I think, probably, it would be con- 
venient that they should be put down 
first. 1 do not propose to go further 
than that until I hear what the views of 
the Members from Ireland are. I assume 
that “next Friday” in the question is a 
misprint. I presume the hon. Gentle- 
man means Friday week. The Scotch 
Estimates are put down for to-morrow. 


Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): 
Will the right hon. Gentleman endeavour 
to arrange for Irish Bills and Irish Esti- 
mates to be taken as nearly as pos:ible 
consecutively ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am always 
prepared to do that if Lcan. My pres:nt 
idea is to give two days consecutively to 
Irish Supply--Thursday and Friday in 
2U 
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next week. 
but if I can arrange that I shall certainly | 


do so, as it would, of course, be for | 
the convenience of Members from Ireland. | 
With regard to Irish Bills, Iam afraid I) 
cannot promise that any Irish Bills will | 

| were vested in the Secretary for India, 
/and three years after that transfer took 


be taken next week. 


INDIAN TARIFF ACT, 1899. 
*Sir_ H. H. FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): I rise to move “That a humble 
address be presented to Her Majesty 
praying that Her Majesty will he pleased 
to disallow the Indian Tariff Act, 1899.” 
That Act provides that the Governor- 
General in Council may impose upon any 
article which receives any bounty or) 
grant on its exportation from the country 
in which it is manufactured an additional 
duty on its importation into India equal 
in amount to such bounty or grant. In 
pursuance of that statute the Governor- 
General has imposed upon all sugar im- 
ported into India from the Argentine 
Republic, Austria-Hungary, Belgium, 
Denmark, France, Germany, — Hol- 
land, and Russia countervailing duties, 


varying from 10 rupees to 180 
rupees per ton, or, taking the 


rupee at Is. 4d., from 13s. 4d. per ton to 
£12 per ton. In respect of the two 
countries with which India is mainly 
concerned and from which practically all 
the European sugar comes to India— 
namely, Germany and Austria—this duty 
varies from £1 4s. per ton to £1 15s, 6d. 
per ton, I may say in passing, in order 
that there may be no misconception on 
the point, that though the noble Lord 
the Secretary for India has been asked 
questions in regard to it, these duties are 
in addition to the existing duty of 5 per 
cent. on all sugar imported into India, 
which varies from 14s. to 15s. per ton on 
refined sugar and from 3s. 6d. to 4s. per 
ton on raw sugar. Before I proceed to 
discuss the policy of this measure I must 
notice the objection which has heen taken 
to any interference on the part of this 
House with the action of what has been 
called the local authority, and to any 
dealing differently with the financial 
policy of India from the manner in 
which we deal with the financial policy 
of our self-governing colonies. That 
objection proceeds on an entire miscon- 
ception of the constitution of India and of 
the legislation and practice which defines 
the relationship between that Government 


{COMMONS} 


I do not make any promise, { 


passed in 








Act, 1899. 


and the Imperial Parliament. When the 
Government of India was transferred to 
the Crown all the powers vested in the 
Board of Directors of the East India 
Company and in the Board of Control 
which represented the Imperial authority 


place the India Council Act was passed, 
which practically regulates the Govern- 
ment of India at the present time. That 
Council consists of the Viceroy and six 
other members, and that Council is 
technically and literally the Government. 
of India. Every member of the Council 
is appointed by the Crown ; but the Act 
1862, and subsequently 
modified, said that when the Couneil was 
assembled for the purpose of making laws 
and regulations there should be added to 
it a certain number of additional mem- 
bers. Those additional members must 
not be less than ten and they must not 
be more than sixteen ; but in the selection 
of those members there is no trace 
of what we call popular representation. 
Six of the members are officials of the 
Government of India appointed by 
the Viceroy, and the remaining ten are 
non-official members. Of these ten four 
are nominated by the Provincial Legisla- 
ture, and one by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Bengal, but these nominations 
are again subject to the veto of the 
Viceroy, and the remaining five are 
nominated by the Viceroy in such a 
manner as appears most suitable with 
reference to the legislative requirements 
and adequate representation of the 
different classes of the community. This 
body has a very limited jurisdiction. No 
measures affecting finance, taxation, debt, 
and some other matters with which I 
need not trouble the House, can be intro- 
duced without the Viceroy’s consent. 
Now, I am not in any way criticising this 
mode of governing India—I believe it has 
worked wisely and worked well ; but it 
does not possess either the characteristics 
or the independent authority of the 
elected legislatures of our self-governing 
colonies. It may be said, Be that as it 
may, it is a legislative body, and, as such, 
so long as it is a legislative body, may it 
not be entrusted with the sole control of 
matters which exclusively apply te 
India? That question has been raised 
more than once, and it has been disposed 
of by two great Secretaries of State, 
the Duke of Argyll and the present 
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Prime Minister, Lord Salisbury. The 
Duke of Argyll dealt with that question 


{15 JUNE 1899} 


1202 
of the 


Act, 1899. 


Ealing): What is the 
despatch ? 


date 


of general legislation on general policy ; | 


Lord Salisbury dealt with it on 
financial matters, and at a time and 
under conditions which form an almost 
exactly opposite precedent to the objec- 
tion to the present situation. Lord 
Salisbury was called upon to deal with 
the contention that the Viceroy and his 
Council should be as independent with 
respect to the finances of India as the 
elected legislatures and the responsible 
Governments of Australia and Canada 
were. Now, I am not going to trouble 
the House with any quotations upon the 
general question, but, as I do think this 
point may be cleared up at once and 


finally, [ must quote two or three sen- | 


tences from that very able despatch of 
Lord Salisbury. He says : 

“It is not open to question that Her 
Majesty’s Government are as much responsible 
to Parliament for the government of India as 
they are for any of the Crown colonies of the 
Empire. Nor has any exception been 
mae, either legally or in constitutional 
practice, in favour of questions of finance, 
which your predecessor proposes specially to 
withdraw from the action of the home Govern- 
ment. On the contrary, the vigilance of 
Parliament is more active and the weight of 
Parliamentary responsibility more strongly 
felt in respect to finance than in respect to any 
other department of Indian government. .. . 
[t necessarily follows that the control exercised 
by Her Majesty’s G+vernment over financial 
policy must be effective also. . . . In 
scrutinising the control exercised over the 
Government of India by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, and the grounds for maintaining that 
control, it must be borne in mind that thesuper- 
in'ending authority of Parliament is the reason 
and the measure of the authority exercised by 
the responsible Ministers of the Crown, and 
that if the one power is limited the other must 
be limited at the same time. It is iinpossible, 
therefore, that ‘measures affecting Customs 
and finance can be dealt with on the responsi- . 
bility of the Government of India.’ as your 
predecessor in Council has suggested. So far 
as Parliament is concerned, no such responsi- 
bility exists. The only responsibility to 
Parliament is that of Ministers of the Crown. 

Measures affecting the tariff touch 


* subjects which are not exclusively of Indian 


concern. They influence the prosperity of 
trade and industry outside the confines of | 
India, and they relate to matters on which | 
Her Majesty’s Government is in constant 
hegotiation with foreign Powers. Such con- 
siderations may furnish important elements in 
considering the expediency of financi:! pro- 
posals, but they are necessarily less fully 
within the cognisance of the Indian than of 
the Imperial Government.” 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Md lesex, 


*Sir H. H. FOWLER: It is the des- 
patch of March 17, 1876. It is the 
despatch which regulates the relations of 
the Indian and Imperial Governments. 
That, Sir, is my justification for asking 
the House now to review this great 
change in the tariff of India, and for 
pointing to what the Finance Minister of 
India describes as a new chapter in the 
fiscal history of that country. When the 
Statute, which is now limited to sugar— 
although, as the House will notice, it is 
not confined to sugar, but covers other 
foreign imports—when the Bill was intro- 
duced, the following official statement 
was made on behalf of the Government 
of India : 

“The present Bill has been prepared with 
the object of enabling the Government of India 
to impose countervailing duties, and thus to 
preserve the sugar cultivation and industries 
of India.” 

The first point, therefore, which I shall 
deal with is the sugar cultivation and the 
industries of India. Statistics as to the 
area of land in India which is under 
sugar cultivation are not complete, but I 
think the statement that is made in the 
Blue Book may be taken as practically 
accurate. The Government of India, 
in a despatch which I shall have to deal 
with later on in my speech, stated that 
the area under sugar-cane in India is about 
two and a half million acres, but the 
figures which are given later in the 
appendix to the Blue Book show that the 
average land under sugar cultivation for 
the five years ended 1896 was 2,900,000 
acres. That figure went down to 2,651,000 
in 1896-97, and to 2,675,000 in 1897-98. 
There is no record of what the figure is 
at the present time. But I think the 
figures are under estimated, and that the 
uumber of acres may be safely taken as 
something like 3,000,000 ; but the House 
must remember that in this, as in all 
other Indian matters, things are on a 
colossal scale. Two million acres in India 
are a very different thing from 2,000,000 
acres in most other countries. The 
entire area of India is something like 
224,000,000 acres, and therefore, however 
important the sugar crop may be—and 
I should be the last man to undervalue 
it—it is well for the House to remember 
that the land urder sugar cultivation is 
only 14 per cent. of the whole area under 


2U 2 
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cultivation at the present time. The 
crop from this acreage is taken by the 
Government of India—and I do not dis- 
pute the figures, though some authorities 
give it as much larger-—at one ton per 
acre, so that the sugar crop from 3,000,000 
acres is 3,000,000 tons of raw sugar. 
Now, Sir, it is a difficult question, to say 
the least, as to what proportion of that 
product of Indian sugar is consumed in 
the raw state and how much of it is 
refined. But in the report in this Blue 
Book of one of the largest districts where 
sugar is cultivated—the North-West Pro- 
vinces and Oudh—the official says : 


“The best estimate I can give is that one- 
fifth of the raw sugar produced is refined, and 
four-fifths consumed in the natural state.” 


I believe—-I am told, and there are 
gentlemen in the House who will correct 
me if I am wrong—I believe that a very 
large quantity of sugar is consumed as 
cane both as an article of food and enjoy- 
ment. The principal method of refining 
which prevails in India is crushing and 
boiling down the raw product, and that 
is the beginning and ending of the re- 
fining of a large portion of the sugar in 
India. The refining, as the word has 
been used in this controversy, is on a 
very small scale. The machinery is in- 
adequate, the processes are defective, and 
when I tell the House that in the return 
on the moral and material progress of 
Iudia of, I think, 1896 and 1897, the 
Government there state that the entire 
number of what we call sugar factories 
or refineries, as we understand them in 
this country, was only thirteen in the 
whole of India, an increase of two since 
1889, they will see that the sugar in- 
dustry of India was on a very limited 
scale. India gets its sugar from two 
sources—European, which is bounty-fed ; 
non-European, which is not bounty-fed, 
and the bulk of the latter comes from 
Mauritius. In 1891 the import into 
India was 147,000 tons--and I mention 
the year 1891 because it was not until 
that year that there was any import into 
India of German or Austrian bounty-fed 
normal 


sugar. That represented the 
conditions of trade. In 1896 it had 
fallen to 137,000 tons. In 1897 it was 


143,000 tons. In 1898, the year on 
which so many of these controversies 
turned, and the year after the famine, it 
rose to 230,000 tons, and for the year 
ended March 31, 1899, it had fallen to 


Sir H, H, Fowler. 


{COMMONS} 


- Conference on the Sugar Question. They 





Act, 1899. 1204 


203,000 tons. Of the imports in 1898 
109,000 tons were bounty-fed, and in 
1899 74000 tons were bounty-bed. I 
want the House to understand the true 
meaning of these figures. We are deal- 
ing with a native trade which on a most 
moderate estimate represents 3,000,000 
tons. We are dealing with a trade which 
is threatened with the importation of 
200,000 tons, and you are asked to take 
special precautions, to pass special legis- 
lation in order to penalise 74,000 tons. 
Where does this sugar come from! In 
1896 Austria and Germany sent 36,000 
tons ; in 1897 they sent 43,000 tons ; in 
1898, 107,000 tons ; and in 1899 it had 
fallen to 74,000 tons. The Mauritius 
plays no small part in the supply of sugar 
to India and in the initiation of this legis- 


lation. In 1896 the Mauritius — sent 
78,000 ; in 1897, 83,000; in 1898 
and in the year which has closed 
105,000 tons. Now these are the 


facts as to this threatened industry, and 
I hope the House will not forget that in 
face of these increased imports the popula- 
tion of India during the period over 
which these figures run has been increas- 
ing at the rate of at least two millions per 
annum, and therefore there must neces- 
sarily be an increased supply and _ in- 
creased consumption. These, as I say, 
being the facts, I must ask the House to 
go with me through the history of the 


legislation which I am asking for an 
Address to the Crown to disallow ; and I 


think, so far as Parliamentary history and 
Ministerial diplomacy are concerned, this 
is one of the most interesting and instrue- 
tive Blue Books which has ever been 
placed on the table of this House. There 
is nothing in this Blue Book, no document, 
prior to May 5th, 1898. We do not 
know what passed between the Govern- 
ment at home and the Government of 
of India; but in May, 1898, — the 
Government of India sent home a des 
patch containing three enclosures. They 
did not refer to any previous communica- 
tion from home, and perhaps _ the 
noble Lord will tell us whether this 
was a reply to any communication 
from the home authorities. At present 
it looks like a bolt from the blue-so far 
as India is concerned. The Government 
of India had been approached by _ the 
Chamber of Commerce of. Bengal as 1 
India being represented at the Brussels 


sent a long letter from three great firms 
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in Calcutta, describing the effect of the 
unrestricted importation of bounty-fed 
sugar, and asking the Government to take 
steps to deal, with it. The only other 
official document accompanying this des- 
patch was a letter from the Governor of 
the North-West Provinces, who appears 
also to have been approached by the 
Chamber of Commerce in his district. 
He said in it that he had no reason to 
believe that the sugar industry had yet 
heen seriously threatened by the impor- 
tation of bounty-fed sugar, but the 
extension of the great industry in this 
province was a matter which appeared to 
be of much importance, and that it should 
recelve the attention of the Government, 
and kept under observation at the Con- 
ference. That is the information on 
which the Government of India pro- 
ceeded. Now, I must read what that 
(rovernment says on the subject. First 
they say that they approve of the sug- 
gestion of the Bengal! Chamber of Com- 
merce that India should be represented 
at the Conference. Then they say : 

‘*An examination of the statements in the 
note on the effect on the suyar-cane industry 
of India of the unrestricted importation of 
bounty-fed sugar, which forms one of the en- 
closures of this despatch, leads us to the con- 
clusion that while the competition of imported 
sugar (of which three-fi'ths are cane-suyar) 
may have reduced the profits of the refining 
industry, it does nut appear to have materially 
affected the producer. He relies mainly on the 
demand for unrefined sugar, which constitutes 
seven-eighths of the trade, and in respect of 
these seven-eighths there seems to be no reason 
to apprehend that the producers protits have 
been lowered by the increased importation of 
beet sugar. While, therefore, we adhere to 
the position stated in the financial despatches 
of February 14, 1888, and May 14, 1889, and 
are prepared to press for the abolition of the 
sugar bounties, and to join in an international 
convention for that purpose, we are not pre- 
pared to levy countervailing duties on sugar 
Imported into India.” 


There is one point that we have to 
take into consideration in dealing 
with this question. The consumption 


of sugar in India is put at 2&lb. per 
head. That is a_ large proportion, 
showing how important a necessary 
of life sugar is in India. What is the 
consumption of sugar in European coun- 
tries? Let us contrast it with that of 
India, bearing in mind also the position 
of the people of India. Well, in Europe 
we are the highest consumers of sugar ; 
we are the highest consumers in_ the 
world—it is 86]b. per head. In America 


{15 JuNE 1899} 
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it is 66lb., in Denmark it is 44]b., in 
France it is only 29lb., in Germany 28]b., 
in Holland 26lb., but in India it is at 
least 28lb. per head. Therefore any 
interference with the general consump- 
tion of sugar in that country would be a 
very serious matter. I asked thenoble Lord 
afew nights ago whether there was any dis- 
sent from the despatch to which I have re- 
ferred. As the House knows, every 
member of the Council has a right to 
dissent and to send his dissent to the 
Secretary of State. But in this case 
there was no dissent sent home. It 
was signed unanimously, and it was so 
signed by the Council of India. So on 
May 5, 1898, it was recorded as the 
decision of Lord Elgin and his colleagues 
that they would not levy any counter- 
vailing duties on sugar. Their opinion 
was that the sugar grower in India as 
against foreign sugar, whether bounty-fed 
or not, had nothing to fear. Well, the 
next step is the Brussels Conference, but 
I need not trouble the House with that. 
On August 25 the noble Lord replied to 
this despatch of the Government of India, 
and he refers to a letter from the Colonial 
Office, dated July 23, 1898. The noble 
Lord said : 

‘{ forward for the information of your 

Government the papers noted in the margin. 
The letters from the Mauritius urge that India 
should take steps to protect her own sugar and 
Mauritius cane-sugar from the competition of 
bounty-fed sugar. At paragraph 4 of your 
letter of the 5th of May, 1898, it was stated. 
that you were not prewared to levy counter- 
vailing daties on bounty-fed sugar imported 
into India. I should be glad to receive more 
fully your views on this proposal, as Her 
Majesty’s Government, now that they are in 
possession of the views of foreign Governments, 
must consider during the next few months the 
course they will pursue.” 
Following the story in consecutive order 
the Government of India on October 31 
sent a despatch back in reply to the noble 
Lord, and this despatch the House will 
bear in mind. On that date a circular 
was sent out, in which these words 
occur : 

* The Government of India have no clear 
evidence before them that the increasing sugar 
imports have had, or are tending to, such 
serious consequences. The area under sugar- 


| cane in the different provinces has not declined 


} 


of late years, nor in recent revenue or settle- 
ment reports have any observations regarding 
the unprotitableness of the industry been 
noticed. The extent to which the refined 
sugars fron. abroad compete in the Indian 
markets with the coarse sugars ordinarily 
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manufactured by native processes and tend to 
supplant the latter is uncertain. There is 
probably an increasing demand for sugar in 
India for domestic consumption and for spirit 
distilling and sweetmeat making, and, as the 
sugar-cane area has not expanded of late 
years, it may be that the increasing imports 
lave not been in exeess of the necessary 
demand, and that the price of Indian sugars 
has, notwithstanding these imports, been 
maintained. Lastly, the question whether 
sugar prices in India have fallen in recent 
years is one on which: it is difficult on existing 
materials to pronounce, owing to the many 
varieties of sugar sold in Indian markets, and 
the failure of the publixhed price returns to 
clearly distinguish between them.” 


While this was going on there was a cor- 
respondence proceeding between Mauri- 
tius and Whitekall and between the 
Colonial Office and the India Office, and 
in November, 1898, the Governor of 
Mauritius addressed the Colonial Secre- 
tary with reference to the position of the 
Mauritius trade, sending enclosures. The 
Governor of Mauritius asked that they 
should be exempted from the payment of 
the 5 per cent. duty, but this was a re- 
quest which neither the Government of 
India nor the Home Government could 
accede to. Therefore he raised this 
question again in his correspondence with 
the Secretary of State for the Colonies. 
He also accompanied that with a petition 
from the bankers and merchants of Mau- 
ritius, stating their case fairly enough, 
and, from their point of view, putting 
the strongest arguments they could in 
favour of receiving this protection. On 
January 3, 1899, the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies forwards this communi- 
cation to the noble Lord at the head of 
the India Office, and says: 

“Mr. Chamberlain concurs in the apprehen- 

sion of the memorialists that the continued 
sale of hounty-fed sugar will drive Mauritian 
sugar out of the Indian market, and will result 
in ruin and distress to a colony the majority of 
whose population are natives ot India or their 
descendants. He therefore trusts that this 
Petition may receive the favourable considera- 
tion of Lord George Hamilton, and oi his 
Excellency the Governor-General of India in 
Council.” 
The answer of the noble Lord to that 
communication is not in the Blue Book. 
But on 7th January the Secretary to the 
Colonies returns again to the subject. He 
Says: 

‘There are two questions affecting the 
prosperity of the sugar-growing colouies, on 
which correspondence has already passed be- 
tween this Office and the India Office, and 
which Mr. Chamberlain would ask Lord 
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George Hamilton to bring to the special notice 
of Lord Curzon of Kedleston, in order that 
they may receive his attention at the outset of 
his term of oftice. It seems not improb- 
able that, however well supplied with East 
Indian labour the sugar planters may be, their 
industry may be destroyed if the bounty 
system continues unchecked, and, in the 
absence of countervailing duties or penal 
clauses, 1t is not easy to see from whence the 
check will come. On this subject Mr. Cham- 
berlain can only express his own per- 
sonal views, as he has already expressed them 
in the House of Commons. There is, in his 
opinion, no valid economic arguments against 
countervailing duties, and the question is 
purely one of policy and of expediency.” 


He closes his despatch by saying: 


“He does not presume to suggest to the 

Government of India what course should be 
taken in the matter, but he would ask that 
their most earnest attention should be given to 
it. He has more than once declined to allow 
colonial policy on commercial questions to be 
tied by the policy for the time being of the 
mother country, and if the Indian Govern- 
ment, in the interests of East Indians, were to 
see fit to penalise or to countervail bounty- 
fed sugar, or to give preference to the houentie 
grown cane sugar of the British colonies, he 
would welcome the step as likely: to strengthen 
the opposition to bounties and to hasten the 
collapse of a mischievous and unsound device 
for ruining an important British industry.” 
I do not see that the reply of the noble 
Lord is in the Blue Book, but on January 
24 the noble Lord sent this telegram to 
the Viceroy : 


“A despatch is being sent by next mail... . 
Should you now adopt views different from 
those of your letter of May, 1898, and propose 
countervailing duties, I shall be ready to con- 
sider proposals fully. Recognising that  cir- 
cumstances of Great Britain and India differ, 
I shall aseribe great importance to views which 
people of India hold on this matter. I send 
tor information circular showing how counter- 
vailing duties are levied in United States. ’ 
On January 26 the noble Lord sent that 
despatch. It is a very interesting des- 
patch, but as it did not arrive until after 
the decision of the Indian Government 
had been taken I will not trouble the 
House with it. But on February 1 the 
Viceroy——the new Viceroy was now in 
power—sent this telegram 


‘Your telegram of 24th January last. A 
despatch has Leen posted by last mail, in 
which, taking Indian standpoint and irre- 
spectively of I perial policy in relation to 
colonies, we arrive at conclusions on the whole 
favourable to recommendation of Colonial 
Office. We considered it expedient to send it 
unaltered. Despatch points out that since 
1897-98 imports of beet sugar from Austria and 
Germany show marked increase, imports from 
Mauritius remaining stable. The present 
market price of imported sugars is unusually 
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low. They compete with native sugar, both 
refined and coarse, and diminish profits of 
native sugar refineries.” 


That was a mistake, an unintentional 
mistake. The imports of Austria and 
Germany were rapidly decreasing at that 
moment, and the imports from Mauritius 
were as rapidly increasing. I ask the 
House to mark the next words in the 
telegram : 


_“ We are inquiring how far these effects are 
likely to be permanent.” 


On January 26 Lord Curzon sent his 
despatch, and it is a very interesting 
document. He says: 

“Inquiries have been initiated in our 


Department of Revenue and Agriculture, 
and they will be supplemented by inquiries 
into the prices of both refined and coarse sugar 
which will be undertaken by the Director- 
General of Statisties. With these data before 
us we shal] hereafter be in a position to express 
a final, or at any ratea more confident, opinion 
on the policy of imposing countervailing 
duties.” 


That was the expression of opinion of 


the Viceroy on January 26th. On 
February 24th the Secretary of State 
telegraphs : 


“Desire to know 
Act this 
duties ?” 


if you propose to pass an 
session imposing countervailing 
At that moment the inquiry that had 
been directed in August, that had been 
promised in October 1898, was still pro- 
ceeding, and at that time the ¢ xovernment 
of India had no information at all. They 
had sent a despatch, possibly two des- 
patches, but on February 24th the noble 
Lord wants to know if there is going to 
be legislation this session. The ‘Viceroy 
immediately replies— 


“Propose to legislate at once on American 
model.” 
Yes, 
On March 
graphs : 


Ist the noble 


“Suggested legislation approved by Her 
Majesty’ s Government. When will Indian 


Government's intentions be announced ?” 


On March 3rd the Viceroy replies : 


“ Bill for imposing duties on lines of Ameri- 
ean law will be brought forward on March 
i: and published in newspapers on March | 

t 


There was some delay owing to pending | 
contracts, but on March 20th the Bill | 
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on the model of the Dingley Tariff. | 
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received the Viceroy’s assent. I should 
like to give the House a few dates as to 
these replies. ‘The Viceroy said he was 
going to consider the matter and to get 
statistics about prices. There is not a 
line of statistics in the Blue Book about 
prices. The first reply was from the 
North-West Provinces and dated Feb- 
ruary 15th; that from Ajmere-Merwara, 
February 17th ; Bombay, February 23rd ; 
Berar, February 28th: and the Punjab, 
March 7th. Ido not think I am speaking 
too strongly when [ say that, practically, 
there was no regard to the special inquiry 
into this matter, and that the Viceroy had 
already formedhis opinion when he sent 
home thetelegram of January 24. Iam not 
going to trouble the House with all these 
replies, but | am going to take the two 
great districts from which replies were 
given—one of them decidedly favourable 
to the legislation the noble Lord approved 
of, and the other unfavourable. If the 
House will allow me, I will deal first with 
the North-West Provinces, which are 
very largely interested in sugar cultiva- 
tion. The memorandum is made by the 
Officiating Director of Land Records and 
Agriculture, and it contains some very 
important statements. I will only call 
attention to two or three of the salient 
points : 

“The area sown in 1896-97 fell below the 
average by 56,131 acres, or 44 per cent. This 
fall could not be due to « ‘competition of foreign 
imports, because this competition had not 
begun in the spring of 1896, when this crop 
was sown. 


I call the attention of the House to this, 
because great stress has been laid on land 
going out of cultivation. There was no 
doubt a great decrease in one year owing 
to the famine. There was a decrease of 
the whole acreage of land in India under 
cultivation of upwards of 20 millions of 
acres owing to the famine. The fall in 
sugar cultivation was about an average of 
10 per cent., but ina great many other 
instances, I think in wheat, it was 16 or 
17 per cent. All through India there 
was a large diminution in sugar cultiva- 


| tion on account of the famine, and in no 


part of the country was the famine worse 
than in the North-West Provinces. 

“The decrease is, in fact, just what the 
figures of past years would suggest ; a fall was 
to be expected after the large rise in the 
previous year, and if the fall is greater by a 
| few thousand acres than might have been fore- 
seen, the reason is to be found in the local 
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scarcity prevailing in Philibhit and elsewhere 


at the time (the spring of 1896) when this erop | 


was sown The crop sown in the spring of 
1897 showed a further fall, and was 9°6 per 
cent. below the normal. This is not surprising, 
for at seed-time almost the whole province was 
suffering from aenute famine, and cultivators 
naturally put a large proportion of their 
irrigable land under food crops. On the other 
hand, the increase in imports was not at that 
time so marked as to affect the cultivators’ 
calculations.” 
That is one point. He goes on to say: 
“No matter how cheap refined sugar is. the 
vreat majority of the people will continue to 
use gur, and will not substitute refined sugar 
for it. The imports of refined sugar do not, 
therefore; immediately threaten our whole 
home production, but only our home retining 
industry, leaving the demand for three-fourths 
or four-fifths of our production unattected.” 


That is the report from the North-West 
Provinces. It gives rather interesting 
figures about the profits of the sngar- 
refining industry. The Officiating Diree- 
tor shows how they vary from 30 rupees 
per acre in one district to seven rupees in 
another, and he adds : 


no erop which, grown on the 


i -—?) = 


“TI know of 
same scale, would vield such profits. .. . 
On the whole, then, as far as prices show, the 
native refiner cannot say that his profits per 
cent. have vanished.” 

Summing up the whole matter, this able 
and distinguished — public who 
presides over that district is exceedingly 
cautious. He does not commit himselt to 
any decided opinion. I now come to 
Bombay, which is trade centre. 
There are two reports submitted to the 
Bombay Government by two very dis- 
tinguished men—-the Commissioner of 
Customs and the Commissioner of Land 


i 
servant 


] 
laree 


Revenues. The cfiect of these reports 
is this : 
“That the importations of European sugars 


during recent years were altogether abnormal, 
and that they neither lowered the price of 
Indian refined sugar consumed in the Bombay 
Presidency nor checked the cultivation of the 
cane, or the production of unrefined sugar to 
which practically the whole of the cane pro- 
duced in the Presidency On the 
other hand, the production of refined sugar in 
this Presidency 1s so far on too insignifieant a 
cale to merit consideration. : The 
Chambers of Commerce, Bombay and Karachi, 
are clearly of opinion that in the interest of 
trade countervailing dutie- 
sugars are uncalled for. . . . On the 








; : : 
- devoted. 


whole, his Excellency the Governor in Council 
is of opinion that neither the commercial nor 
the agricultural interests of this Presidency 
are injuriously affected by the increasing im- 
ports of refined sugar, or cal] at present for the 
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imposition of countervailing duties upon that 
part of the imported sugar the export of which 
to this country is aided by bounties.’ 


There is a very able report by Mr. Malli- 
son, the Deputy-Director of Agriculture 
in the Bombay Presidency, in which he 
shows how the sugar is cultivated, and 
Says : 

“The increasing foreign imports of refined 

sugar in the Bombay Presidency more than 
meet the diminished local production of moist 
sugar and the diminished rail imports from 
other parts of India. The increasing foreign 
imports of refined sugar, owing to cheapness 
and perhaps also owing to a higher standard of 
living of anincreased population, find extended 
use for household purposes and in the pro- 
duction of superior descriptions of sweetimeats. 
The habit of tea-drinking has extended to 
villages in out-districts, and there is no doubt 
that villagers whoused sugar on rare occasions 
formerly now use it much more freely and 
oftener.” 
He draws the inference that foreign im- 
ports have yet had no effect on sugar- 
cane cultivation in the Presidency, and he 
makes very valuable suggestions with 
reference to improvements in cultivation. 
The Governor of Bombay and his Council 
sum up their opinion as follows : 

“On the whole the Governor in Ceuncil is of 
opinion that neither the commercial nor the 
agricultural interests of this Presidency are 
injuriously affected by the increasing imports 
of retined sugar, or call, at present, for the 
imposition of countervailing duties upon that 
part of the imported sugar the export of which 
to this country is aided by bounties.” 


The information obtained up to that date, 
and the information which they received 
after that date, fully confirmed the policy 
of 1898, and the decision of the Govern- 
ment of that time was supported by all 
other considerations. You cannot contend, 
and they did not contend, that the cultiva- 
tion of 3,000,000 acres was threatened by 
the importation of 200,000 tons. It was 
evident that the amount of sugar pro- 
duced was increasing ; though competi- 
tion might decrease the profits of the 
refiner it did not materially affect the 
Indian producer. What that corre- 
| spondence shows is that what the Indian 
/sugar industry needed was better and 
/more scientific cultivation and more 
| modern and effective machinery, and the 
| true policy of the Indian Government 
would have been in that direction. 

maintain that if any money was spent in 
| promoting that industry it would have 
| been wisely spent in that direction. Now, 
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Sir, the right hon. Lord, when asked the 
other night whether the despatch had 
been signed by the same members, 
said that more accurate information 
very often resulted in change of 
opinion. What I want the House to do 
is to see whether the information received 
between May and February afforded any 
ground for that change of belief, and I 
go on that point to the speech of Sir 
James Westland when he introduced this 
legislation to the Legislative Council. 
He was bound to make out a case ; he 
signed the recommendation in favour of 
refusing to levy countervailing duties, 
and he now proposed to reverse that de- 
cision. He was perfectly candid. He 
suid he was proposing “to open an 
entirely new chapter in our fiscal history.” 
In that speech he defined bounties, he 
explained the differences between Eng- 
land and India, and Tam rather surprised 
that he said there was no chance of 
countervailing duties ever being mace in 
England. I think he was not very 
familiar with the state of the question in 
this country. But the whole of his case 
rests entirely upon the increase in 
the importation of foreign sugar into 
India in the last three or four vears. 
That is his case from first to last. I 
will not go over the figures again ; 
the House recollects them. The very 
highest import of sugar was only 230,000 
tons, of which only 109,000 tons were 
bounty-fed, and that had been not in- 
creasing, but steadily decreasing, during 
the period which was to be the qualify- 
ing period for this reversal of policy. 
All the increase had taken place before 
May, 1898; and the decrease has taken 
place since May, 1898, and the importa- 
tion of bounty-fed sugar has steadily 
decreased. The same remark would 
apply to the decrease of cultivated area. 
It is quite evident that, so far as that 
decrease goes, it is to a great extent in 
consequence of the famine. But, Sir, I 
must ask the attention of the House to 
two items in what I may call the further 
information which Sir James Westland 
had received. He dwelt upon Berar, and 
he dwelt upon the Punjaub. His case is 
that in Berar the importation of refined 
sugar had been 1,000 tons ; in each year 
there had been a steady decline, till in 
1897-8 it had decreased to 450 tons ; 
while there had been an_ increased 
amount of foreign refined sugar in the 
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4,730 tons. The House will see that 
that is not sufficient grounds upon which 
to rest this legislation. But I was rather 
interested, when I saw this statement, 
to look into what was the Berar report, 
which was not quoted in full. After the 
Resident had given the information of 
this decrease in cultivation, he says : 

“Since we have no sugar refining industry 

in Berar, the imported refined sugar does not 
come inte competition with the local pro- 
duction. Our requirements are much in excess 
of our produce. We import unrefined suvar 
in large amount. Until the cultivation of the 
sugar-cane in Berar extends sufficiently to 
satisfy the local demand for unrefined sugar, 
the question of the competition of refined 
sugar does not come in.” 
Then, Sir, as I pointed out, Sir James 
Westland also referred to the Punjaub. 
I turned to the Punjaub, where it 
Says : 

* Refined sugar has not found its way into 

the villages to any appreciable extent. There 
the people are more bound by custom and 
tradition than the inhabitants of towns, and 
use gu as an article of daily food. (Gur is 
sweeter and more adapted to the necessities 
of the zemindar, and is very much cheaper 
than refined sugar.” 
This is the native sugar. Prices vary 
from + or 5 rupees, while imported 
sugar sells at from 9 rupees to 10. And 
he says : 

“There is certainly no tendency towards a 
fallin price, so that it cannot be said either 
that the profits of cultivation are declining, 
or that refined sugar has yet entered into 
competition with gur.” 

No apprehensions were felt as yet as to 
the future of the sugar-cane cultivation. 
This, then, is the new information. But 
there is one district to which he has not 
alluded. There is no report from the 
Government of Bengal. There is a report 
from the Chamber of Commerce of Cal- 
eutta, which is a body of gentlemen who 
have very strong opinions upon these 
questions, but we have no evidence from 
the Government of Bengal. In his speech 
Sir James Westland introduces the case 
of Mauritius, and he maintains that there 
is a very strong case between the 
inhabitants of India and the inhabitants 
of Mauritius, which justifies, if possible, 
legislation being proceeded with. That 
is always the argument in favour of pro- 
tective legislation. It is just as strong in 
the case of the agriculturists of this 
country. If you once admit that argu- 
ment, [ do not know where you are to 
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stop. Then there was another speech 
made in that debate. I am bound to say 
that, although tempted very much to 
criticise that speech, not only my 
personal respect for the Viceroy, but also 
the respect which I feel for his high office, 
restrains my criticisms. Perhaps I should 
say something which I should hereafter 
wish I had not said if I said all I am 
inclined to say. _I will only say this of it, 
that it wasan eloquent exposition of inaccu- 
rate statistics and exploded economic falla- 
cies. Comment has been made upon the 
unanimity with which the Council passed 
this measure, but nobody who is familiar 
with its constitution would charge the 
Legislative Council of India with being 
affected by Free Trade opinions. They 
are not apostles of Peel or Cobden, Glad- 
stone or Northcote. They hold strong 
views on Free Trade and Protection, and 
on other questions besides sugar. I may 
remind the House of the controversy 
which took place with regard to the cotton 
legislation. The argument was that the 
duties were injuring the manufactures in 
Lancashire for the benefit of manufac- 
tures in India. Now, Sir, when I made 
my proposals the Legislative Council 
declined to accept the principle of an 
Excise duty, which, of course, is the one 
element to destroy the protective element. 
They then proposed that, whereas the 
import Customs duty was fixed at 5 per 
cent., the Excise duty should be only 33 
per cent. I think my Lancashire friends, 
who were very angry with me on that 
occasion, will do me the justice to say 
that the strain of the controversy from 
first to last was that the interests of 
Lancashire were being sacrified in order 
to protect the cotton industry of India. 
That was not correct. The Government, 
perhaps, have carried out that policy 
in a more satisfactory manner than I 
did myself, but they have never differen- 
tiated their policy from mine upon that 
question. No one spoke more strongly 
than the First Lord of the Treasury upon 
the absolute necessity of freeing this 
class of legislation from everything of a 
protective character. But those pro- 
posals did not meet with the approval of 
the Council, and when my Bill went to 
the Legislative Council it was only 
carried by two—the voting was 11 to 9. 
If the Bill had been thrown out it would 
have been upon the avowed ground that 
removing the element of protection would 
be a discouragement to the cultivator of 
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cotton, that it was a menace to the 
cotton industry. Substitute the word 
“sugar” for the word “cotton,” and you 
have the argument for these counter- 
vailing duties. The introduction of Free 
Trade legislation in India was by 
Lord Lytton, the Viceroy, exercising his 
absolute prerogative to override _ his 
Council The Legislative Council of 
India would not have Free Trade then, 
and Lord Lytton wisely exercised his 
prerogative, and practically repealed the 
protective legislation which led ulti- 
mately to the abolition of the whole of 
the import duties as well as those on 
cotton. I mention these facts to show 
that the House must not take it for 
granted that this question is looked 
at in the Legislative Council of 
India on precisely the same _ lines 
as we should look upon it here. 
Now, Sir, [ will not keep the House 
much lenger, but just a word or two 
upon the legislation which is now pro- 
posed. It draws a line between bounty- 
fed imports and non-bounty-fed imports. 
But all the imports of refined sugar to 
some extent affect the interests of the 
Indian refiner, and from that point of 
view the principle is the same. I am 
willing to concede that in certain dis- 
tricts bounty-fed sugar may be produced 
at less than cost price, but before it gets 
to the consumer it has to bear certain 
burdens. There is the carriage from 
Austria to India; the carriage from 
Bombay or Calcutta to Upper India; 
and, in addition, there is a 5 per cent. 
Customs duty. These three elements of 
protection the Indian producer possesses 
at present ; and the protection afforded 
by the cost of carriage is one to which he 
is entitled. .But the ultimate object of 
this measure is to compensate the Indian 
refiner if you like, and certainly the 
Mauritius refiner, by increasing the price 
of sugar. What else would be the advan- 
tage of a countervailing duty? Into 
whose pocket will the increaso go! It 
will be paid by the Indian consumer, and 
it will go to the refiner, whether at home 
or abroad. I submit that there is no 
case stated for this legislation, as far as 
the general facts are concerned. But I 
will not shrink from dealing with the 


statement that the protection is to be 


given, not against ordinary competition, 
but against competition which _ has 
attached to it an artificial advantage. 


'The Viceroy says that the industry 
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“should be relieved from external com- 


petition fortified by an _ arbitrary 
advantage.” But he does not say 
what an arbitrary advantage __ is, 
and we have no definition of it. 


There are advantages of climate, soil, 
taxation, cost of labour and raw material, 
cost of transport, cost of land, improved 
processes, and of many kinds of Govern- 
ment assistance, direct and _ indirect. 
Who is to say which is arbitrary ? What 
do the planters of Mauritius say with 
reference to Australia? They say that 
they have lost the markets of Australia 
because the planters of Queensland and 
New Zealand, with the assistance of the 
money and credit of their Governments 
and of protective import duties, are pro- 
ducing more sugar than the Australian 
consumption, No Government can 
equalise the conditions of production. 
But you may put the case in a more 
plausible way, and say that, if a foreign 
Government throws a disability on the 
producer of another country, the Govern- 
ment of that country is bound to com- 
pensate its own producer to the extent of 
that disability. But that would cover 
protective duties as well as bounties, for 
there is no real difference. Germany 
gives so much per ton for sugar exported 
to India, and thereby places the native 
producer at a disadvantage. The United 
States puts a duty on British iron 
imported, and thereby places the British 
producer at a disadvantage. The Viceroy 
talks about ‘‘the mutterings of the high 
priests at the Free Trade shrine.” I will 
quote some of those mutterings of the high 
priests, and I will choose the high priests 
irrespective of party. I will first quote 
the Conservative Government of 1876, 
when Sir Stafford Northcote was at the 
Exchequer, and Mr. W. H. Smith at the 
Treasury. What did they say when this 
very proposal was made to them in 
1896 ? 


“The proposal of a countervailing duty rests 
upon a principle which the Government of this 
country could not admit without reversing its 
whole system of commercial policy. If the 
doctrine was still maintained that the Govern- 
ment should adopt fiscal measures for other 
than fiscal objects, and should attempt to 
make such measures an engine for assisting 
British manufacturers to compete on what 
may be considered equal terms with their 
foreign rivals, the present case might un- 
doubtedly be considered a very proper one for 
the application of such a principle. But it 
cannot be doubted that if the Government 
were to act on this doctrine in the present 
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case, it would soon be called upon to do so in 
other cases also. Their Lordships are of 
opinion that the Government ought not to 
countenance such a step, unless it is proposed 
to review the whole code of commercial legis- 
lation in this country.” 


The next high priest I will quote is Sir 
Louis Mallet. In the Report of the Sugar 
sounty Committee he is reported as 
saying that “he was not able to see the 
difference between countervailing a bounty 
and giving a bounty against an import 
duty of a foreign country”; and with 
respect to countervailing duties on 
hounty-fed sugar he said : 


‘T should very strongly deprecate any such 
policy. I contend that the objections to it in 
principle are of a most serious character. I 
think it would lead to a demand from other 
industries which it would be very difticult in 
justice to resist. [entertain the opinion that 
it would be found very difficult to apply it in 
practice, without imperilling the security of 
our treaty stipulations, and without involving 
us in very great difficulties in our relations 
with foreign countries.” 


The next high priest I will quote is Mr. 
Bright. In declining to attend a public 
meeting at Birmingham on the sugar 
bounties question in 1881, Mr. Bright 
wrote : 


“Whilst regretting that the bounty system 
exists, | am quite unable to act with you and 
your friends in favour of what are called 
countervailing duties, whether as regards sugar 
or shipping, or any other article of trade.” 


There was another Member for  Bir- 
mingham at that time who was invited to 
attend the meeting—the present Secre- 
tary of State for the Colonies, who 
wrote : 


“Tf you were unfortunately to succeed in in- 
posing countervailing duties on foreign sugar, 
the etfect would be that the consumers in this 
country, principally of the working classes, 
would, according to the figures supplied by the 
sugar refiners themselves, have to submit to a 
tax of something like £1,000,000 sterling per 
annum, in order to put thissum in the pockets 
of the West Indian planters and a few sugar 
refiners in the United Kingdom.” 


That was the opinion of the right hon- 
Gentleman in his private and personal 
capacity ; and his official deliverance, as 
President of the Board of Trade, was as 
follows: 

‘*The general principle which governs the 
financial policy ot this country is that Govern- 
ment shall not interfere with the course of 
trade either by giving bounties or by imposing 
duties. To this policy no exception has 
hitherto been made, whatever the conduct of 
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ioreign Governments may have been either in 
encouraging their own manufacturers or dis- 
couraging ours. There are many ways besides 
bounties in which Governments can and do 
encourage or discourage partieular industries. 
None of these have hitherto been thought to 
call for retaliation by her Majesty's Govern- 
ment, yet they are open to the same kind of 
objection as sugar bounties. If duties are to 
be imposed to countervail foreign bounties, 
a fortiori ought they to be imposed to counter- 
vail protective duties. To impose countervail- 
ing duties in order to neutralise the indirect 
sugar bounties would therefore be to take the 
first step in reversing that Free Trade policy 
which was adopted on the clearest ground of 
argument, and has conferred immense advan- 
tages on the industrial classes of this country.” 


The last high priest whom I shall quote 


is The Times. When the decision of the 


Board of Trade in regard to sugar 
bounties in 1880 was announced, 7) 


Times wrote : 

‘© This is the language of common sense and 
common honesty. Whatever can be done, 
consistently with sound principles, to induce 
foreign Governments to abandon these foolish 
devices of bounties on the export of sugar, or 
on the manufacture of sugar, the Government 
are prepared to do. Beyond this they eannot 
stir. The truth is that there is not a single 
argument in favour of countervailing duties 
which was not advanced long since in favow 
of the sliding seale—of an 8s. fixed duty and 


of the navigation laws. 

Sim HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield, 
Central): What is the date of that 
article ? 


*Sir H. H. FOWLER: The 5th of 
November, 1880, when the sugar bounty 
question was under discussion — in 
this country. One word as to the 
position of Germany. Austria, we 
know, buys from India precisely the same 
amount that she sells to India. But 
Germany buys from India 7) millions of 
rupees worth of goods, and sells only 23 


millions worth of sugar. The ques- 
tion ot bounties does not enter 
into the purchases from Franee and 


Germany. So faras the object of com 
merce is conceried, India has only to take 
care of her imports, the exports will take 
care of theinselves. Therefore this trade 
is clearly to the advantage of the people 
of India, to encourage this import traae 
in every possible way, especially when im- 
ports of Germany are sold to India at less 
than the cost price, while the exports of 
India to Germany are sold at the full 
price. The other great bounty country 
is France. I think that the French 
hounty is more than double the bounty 


Sir H. H. Fowler. 


{COMMONS} 
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given either in Germany or Austria ; but 
why do not the French have a monopoly 
of the market? In conJusion, I can only 
say that this policy is a violation of the 
principle of Free Trade, that it is the first step 
towards reversing a policy which bas been 
of such advantage to us, and it can con- 
fer no benefit on India. If it succeeds it 
will stereotype antiquated processes of 
manufacture and machinery, and it will 
deprive India of that fair competition 
which is the best stimulus to increased 
production and manufacture. If it had 
no other meaning and no ulterior purpose 
the question would be a very trifling one, 
although it is not creditable for a Govern- 
ment to reverse the decision which they 
formed in 1880; but can you stop here? 
Can India stop here? The Viceroy has 
an absolute power to impose protective 
duties on everything he may consider 
desirable. Can we stop here? Because if 
this policy is good for India it is good for 
England. If it is right that the sugar 
planters of Mauritius should be protected 
in the Indian markets from competition 
by the sugars from Austria and Germany, 
itis right that the sugar planters in the 
West Indies should be protected in the 
markets of Great Hritain from the same 
competition. I hear no cheers from the 
Treasury bench. Is that what you mean! 


THE SECRETARY FOR THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): We should not cheer 
you, 


“Sin H. H. FOWLER: No, [ dare say 
not, but no doubt you would some- 
times cheer a principle though you 
despised the man who advocated 
that principle. If that is what you 
mean, I say to the Colonial Secretary, 
“Have the courage of your convictions 
and act accordingly.” Let the First Lord 
of the Treasury make the announcement 
that that is the policy of Her Majesty's 
Government, and [ think he would scatter 
to the winds the listless apathy which we 
are told prevails in the political world. 
Let the Chancellor of the Exchequer, as 
the Finance Minister of Great Britain, 
say that he accepts the economic doctrines 
of the Viceroy of India and the hon. 
Member for Central Sheffield. Let him 
say that, and he will be within measur- 
able distance of that haven of rest and 
repose and freedom from official responsi- 
bility for which he so feelingly pleaded 
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in his last utterance to his constituents. 
No, Sir, right hon. Gentlemen do not | 
mean, and will not take, that fatal plunge. 
I will tell you why. Because they know 
—and no one knows better than the | 
Colonial Secretary — that the consti- 


tuencies would not tolerate it. They 
would not tolerate the legislative 
raising of the price of a _ great 


primary article of daily consumption 
among the people of this country for the 
advantage of the planters. I say that 
what we cannot and what we dare not do 
for Great Britain we have no right to do 
in India. The British nation is as re- 
ponsible for the fiscal policy, for the com- 
mercial freedom, for the material progress 
of India as it is for its civil and military 
administration. It is our legitimate 
pride that we have rescued India from 
anarchy, from internecine strife, from 
foreign aggression. We have stamped on 
its government, on its institutions, on its 
daily life, that marvellous combination of 
law and order, of individual freedom and 
inflexible justice, which are the character- 
istics and glory of British rule the wide 
world over. We have adopted that policy 
because we know by dear-bought and long 
experience that it was best for ourselves, 
and we believed it to be the best for that 
great empire which was entrusted to our 
charge. We have adopted the policy 
and we have persevered in it, although it 
has been misrepresented and misunder- 
stood, and at times unpopular. We are 
bound to apply that principle all the 
way through, and the test of righteous 
trusteeship is that you deal with the 
interests of others on the same lines as 
you deal with your own interests in 
similar circumstances. For half a century 
this country has found it to be to its 
commercial advantage and to its material 
interests to have its trade unfettered, that 
our people should be at liberty, whenever 
and wherever they pleased, to trade in 
the best and cheapest markets, and, above 
all, that we should levy no tax except for 
the purposes of revenue, and should not 
benetit one section of the community at 
the expense of the rest. Our commercial 
history, our national prosperity, the mar- 
vellous improvement in the condition of 
our people, are proofs of the wisdom of 
that policy. We know, the House knows, 
Members on the other side in their hearts 
know, that the nation would resist to the 
uttermost any attempt to weaken or 
reverse that policy ; and I ask the House 
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to-night to deal with these retrograde, 
illusory, mischievous proposals of the 
Indian Government as they would deal 
with the same proposals if they were 
made to the people of Great Britain. 


*Mr. J. M. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I 
cannot hope to reach the flights of elo- 
quence which have distinguished the 
conclusion of the speech of the hon. 
Gentleman who has just resumed his seat. 
But there is not a word in that speech 
from which I dissent, and I felt myself 
bound in honour to second this motion 
to-night. I have been told thai this is 
a motion of censure, and that it is wrong 
for anyone on the Government benches to 
second a vote of censure on the Govern- 
ment. But the motion has only taken 
the form of a vote of censure because the 
Government has resolutely persisted in 
denying hon, Members an opportunity of 
raising a debate on the question on its 
merits during the last three months. 


Perhaps I have wearied the House 
with my pertinacity in this matter, 
but my knowledge of India enables 


me to appreciate the far-reaching con- 
sequences of legis'ation of this kind. 
I have persisted in putting questions to 
the Government day after day, and the 
Leader of the House, instead of giving me 
an opportunity to raise the question at a 
time when perhaps the passing of this 
legis!ation might have been stopped alto- 
gether—certainly at atime when further 
inquiry might have been granted by the 
Government of India-——answered me in 
language of scarcely veiled mockery that 
he was exceedingly anxious to bring on 
this Debate, but that really the Govern- 
ment could not find the time for it. 
What! Not find time to discuss a sub- 
ject involving the commercial policy of 
the British Empire, when hon. Members 
are dragged to the House day after day 
and week after week to waste their time on 
puerilities of legislation which are hardly 
worth the attention of a serious assembly ! 
A few weeks ago I sent a message to the 
Leader of the House through the right 
hon. Gentleman’s private — secretary, 
offering, if the Government desirei, to 
show a way in which the Government 
could get out of what I looked upon as a 
grave departmental blunder without 


casting any discredit on the Viceroy, or 
involving him in any conflict with this 
House, or weakening the authority of the 
Government of India. 


The right hon. 
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Gentleman did not take the slightest 
notice of that communication. I mention 
this fact in order to show that I am justi- 
fied in the action now taken. I have not 


taken this step without consulting those | 
I refer | 


who, after all, are our masters. 
to my constituents. I have been twiee 
in Cardiff, and I have fully explained my 
views oa the subject. I have addressed 
the Chamber of Commerce, and from that 
day to this not a whisper of remonstrance 
has reached me from any person in Cardiff 
against the action I am now taking. I 
am therefore entitled to say that the 
whole of that constituency, whether Con- 
servative or Liberal, is united as one 
man in giving me a free hand on this ques- 
tion. I wonder, however, whether that 


is the case with the hon. Members repre- | 


senting other important constituencies. 
I wonder what the Leader of the House 
has to say to the resolution passed within 
the last day or two by the Manchester 
Chamber of Commerce. The Chamber 
of Commerce includes a large number of 
the right hon. Gentleman’s _ political 
friends, and the resolution said : 


“Tt is the opinion of the Board that the 
policy adopted by the Government of India, 
with the approval of the Government at home, 
in levying countervailing duties on sugar im- 
ported from bounty-giving countries is opposed 
to the interests of the people of India, con- 
stitutes a dangerous precedent caleulated to 
lead to the adoption of a similar policy in the 
United Kingdom and to demands which 
cannot be consistently resisted for the es- 
tablishment of countervailing duties in several 
other directions, and without a departure from 
the principle of Free Trade.” 


I leave the right hon. Gentleman to 
settle that matter with the constituency 
which he represents. 


THe FIRST LORD or 
SURY (Mr. A. JJ. 
E.): I have heard 
constituency. 


THE TREA- 


nothing from my 


*Mr. J. M. MACLEAN: IL am reading 
a resolution passed by a large publie body. 
I do not believe there is a single 
Minister—not even the Colonial Secretary, 
with all his courage for rash enterprises 
—who, having seen the effect this agita- 
tion has had in familiarising the people 
of England with the true consequences of 
this policy, would rise in his place and pro- 
pose countervailing duties in this country. 
That, at least, is one good thing that the 
present agitation has done, for countervail- 


Mr. J. M. Maclean. 


{COMMONS} 
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ing duties in England are henceforth as 
dead as bimetallism. Now it was im- 
possible for me to believe—and for a long 
time I did not believe, until the publica- 
tion of the Blue Book—that the Govern- 
ment as a collective body were in favour 
|of the policy inaugurated by the noble 
| Lord the Secretary of State for India. 
How could I think it possible that the 
| Chancellor of the Exchequer would con- 
‘sent to a measure of this sort? The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was assailed 
for his lapse from virtue—economical 
virtue | mean—in tampering with the 
Sinking Fund, but I remember that not 
long ago he made an almost impassioned 
protest against preferential duties of any 
kind. India has hitherto been the greatest 
market of the world which has supported 
the principle of Free Trade, and has been 
| worth more to us in this respect than all the 
self-governing colonies put together. India 
has given us the open door which we pro- 
fess to desire all over the world, and now 
we are going, by a shabby and discredit- 
able device, to shut that door in India 
when we are afraid to do it in this 
country. But as soon as the Blue Book 
appeared it became perfectly obvious to 
all the world why this law had _ been 
‘instituted and passed with so much in- 
decent haste by the Council of the Viceroy 
of India. There is not the slightest 
doubt that the influence of the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies supplied the 
India Office with the motive power which 
was necessary to pass this legislation. I 
do not question the noble Lord’s sincerity 
for a moment in this matter, but I do say 
that the energy with which he pursued 
this policy only dates from the moment 
of the intervention of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. 


3ALFOUR, Manchester, | 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I may state 
at once that that statement is absolutely 
untrue. 


*Mr. J. M. MACLEAN: I do not 
think that the right hon. Gentleman has 
any right to say that, for lam simply going 
on what is in this Blue Book. I find that 
the first occasion on which the Secretary 
for the Colonies interfered was on July 
23rd last year. Immediately afterwards 
—within a month—on August 25th, the 
| Secretary of State for India wrote to Lord 
Elgin, who had refused to introduce these 

countervailing duties, to say what he 
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thought ought to be done. Then, of course, 
we come to the opinion of Lord Elgin ; 
but what was written to him did not make 
any impression upon his fixed mind upon 
this subject. Then there was a change 
of Viceroys in India, and once more the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies comes 
to the front, and writes immediately to 
the noble Lord to say what he 
thinks ought to be done in India. 
] really cannot understand why the right 
hon. Gentleman should think it necessary 
to interfere in Indian affairs. Is he 
pining for new worlds to conquer? Has 
he not sufficient spheres of influence 
already? Surely Africa itself is large 
enough to fill the ambition of anyone, 
however overweening that ambition may 
be. At allevents, one would have thought 
before the right hon. Gentleman inter- 
fered with India he would have settled 
his little differences with President 
Kruger, and then he might have rejoiced, 
but his policy is apparently not so suc- 
cessful at the present moment as he 
desires. I will now take the despatch 
written by the right hon. Gentleman and 
dated the 7th January, and point out the 
power he wielded at the India Office. 





In the first paragraph Mr. Chamber- 
lain asked Lord George Hamilton 
to bring to the special notice 


of Lord Curzon, who had only just been 
appointed Viceroy, two important ques- 
tions affecting the Isiand of Mauritius. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman proceeded 
to say that the industry of the sugar 
planters in Mauritius may be destroyed. 
In another part of the despatch he 
actually speaks of their ruin being pro 
bable if some change is not immediately 
made in the sugar tariff of India. There 
is absolutely no foundation for a state- 
ment of that kind. Statistics show that 
the sugar industry of Mauritius has never 
been in the slightest danger since they 
found an excellent market in India. I 


am not at all sure that the sugar planters | 


in Mauritius do not themselves get a 
bounty of some kind from the State. 
As the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton has said, bounties are 
of all kinds. I pointed this out the other 
day to the Governor-General of Queens- 


land, when he told me that if Queens- | 


land had fair play it would be able to 


supply sufficient sugar for the whole of the | 


British Empire. I said to him, “ Don’t 
you consider that you had a_ re- 
markably big bounty given you when 
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the Imperial Government presented you 
with immense tracts of fertile country 
extending over three times the area of 
the United Kingdom ?” Surely that was 
a very considerable bounty to give to 
Queensland, and they ought to be able 
to produce sugar there as well as the 
planters in other countries. Even in the 
West Indies I should say that consider- 
able bounties have been given already, for 
at the time of the emancipation of the 
slaves we practically made a present to 
them of the whole of the properties be- 
longing to individual citizens in this 
country. Many Members of this House 
are, perhaps, at the present moment suf- 
fering—either themselves or their families 
are suffering—from the great act of vi- 
carious virtue which England performed 
when she emancipated the slaves. Wethen 
presented the land in fee simple to the 
emancipated slaves, and all they did was to 
turn Jamaica, which was once the garden 
of the world, into a howling wilderness. 
It is exceedingly difficult to determine 
when an industry is bounty fed or not. I 
looked through the Mauritius Administra- 
tive Report, and I came across this 
passage : 

“ Pareelling out land amongst Indians pro- 
ceeds on a large seale. In the majority of cases 
no money passes for the first year or two, 
except the value of the canes, if there be any 
ripe enough to cut in the first year. This great 
settlement of labouring Indians upon the land 
will undoubtedly lead to a great increase in 
the production of sugar canes, raise the value 
of the land, and must ultimately lead to the 
establishment of central factories and the divi- 
sion of labour.” 


It seems that land is being parcelled out 
rent free for a year or two amongst 
Indian planters in Mauritius so that they 
may grow sugar at a cost which would 
enable them to compete with native sugar 
in India. That is the kind of Protection 
which we are asked to encourage to-day. 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
speaks of his own personal views. We 
have nothing, of course, to do with the 
right hon. Gentleman’s personal views so 
long as they are not embodied in acts of 
legislation or administrative proceedings 
which are likely to bring damage to the 
Empire, and the right hon. Gentleman is 
perfectly at liberty to keep them to him- 
self. I am not quite sure what the per- 
sonal views of the right hon. Gentleman 
are on many subjects, but I am inclined 
to think he takes his foreign policy from 
‘the hon. Member for the  LEcclesalb. 
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Division of Sheftield (Sir E. Ashmead- ' 


Bartlett) and his political economy from 
thehon. and gallant Member forthe Central 
Division of Sheffield (Sir Howard Vincent). 
Those are views which are not likely 
to commend themselves either to the 
House of Commons or to the British 
people. They may be taught in the new 
University of Birmingham to the sons of 
new Liberal Unionist Peers, but I do not 
think we need concern ourselves about 
them in the House of Commons. The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
absolutely forgets that India is not self- 
governed at all. It is a dependency of 
the Crown, and as was so well pointed 
out in that splendid despatch of Lord 
Salisbury’s, which the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Wolverhampton has 
quoted : 

“ India is bound more closely and intimately 
to the House of Commons in matters of com- 
mercial policy than any other part of the 
Empire. It is here that the commercial 
policy of India has to be decided, and if we 
are to act in the interests of India, we in 
this House ought to watch closely and con- 
-stantly over the application of the principles 
which we lay down.” 


Having received that dispatch from the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, the 
noble Lord again at once took action, and a 
good deal has been said about the conduct 
of the Viceroy in this matter. It appears 
tome that the Viceroy is very much to 
be pitied in the position in which he has 
been placed. He has only just received 
one of the highest posts in the gift of the 
Crown, when a new law is pressed upon 
him, in a series of telegrams repeated 
-almost day after day, saying : 

“When are you going to introduce this? 
Send us news the moment it is passed. 
Will telegraph acceptance. Pring it into 
operation. 

Lord Curzon asked at first that he might 
be given more time to consider the matter, 
but no time was allowed him ; andthen he 
took up in a loyal spirit the instructions 
he had received from the Government 
which had just made him Viceroy, and 
he proceeded with a great deal of im- 
petuosity to carry out what he con- 
ceived to be their wishes, in fact, he 
gave the Government of India no 
rest until he had passed this law. 
It was introduced on the 10th February, 
passed on the 28th February, before there 
ihad been even time—for it was not pub- 
lished in the Gazette until the following 
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Tuesday—to send the Bill to the different 
provinces of India and to receive any 
reply by ordinary post as to the impres- 
sion it had made on the public. I never 
heard of such indecent haste to carry a 
measure which was not at all urgent 
since Richard III. said he could not go 
to his breakfast until he had the head of 
Lord Hastings placed on the table before 
him. The Viceroy said he could not go 
to Simla until this Bill had passed, and 
the Indian Legislature immediately 
obeyed his orders. We heara great deal 
about the Legislative Council of India, 
and people might imagine that it was a 
great free assembly, something after the 
model of the House of Commons. But, 
of course, it is nothing of the kind. The 
Viceroy is there surrounded by courtiers, 
and he, like Cato, ‘Gives his little Senate 
laws, And sits attentive to his own 
applause.” Most of the Members there 
are really courtiers of the stamp of those 
gentlemen who first of all denounced coun- 
tervailingdutieswith Lord Elgin or myself, 
and then approved of countervailing duties 
with Lord Curzon, Human nature is 
pretty much the same in all ages. These 
gentlemen act as the immortal Vicar of 
Beay did, who, no matter whichsoever king 
might reign, would still be Vicar of Bray. 
No doubt the noticeable change which has 
taken place in what was once the prond 
independence of the Indian Civil servants 
is due to the extremely lavish distribu- 
tion of honours and decorations con- 
ferred upon them. [t seems to me that 
modern governments have found that 
these honours—as they are called —are 
«& more potent instrument of political 
corruption and social degradation than 
Walpole ever dreamed of. That is the 
type of men who for the most part 
form the Council of the Viceroy. There 
are, I admit, some independent mem- 
bers. There is one distinguished barrister 
who pleaded with the Government not to 
press the Bill. He said: “Do give us 
a little time to consider this myzasure; 
refer it to a Select Committee ; let it take 
its usual course.” But tne Government 
would not listen to a word of remonstrance 
of that kind, and insisted that it should 
be passed immediately and at all hazards, 
and they thought of having the public 
opinion of India behind them. The noble 
Lord boasted in the House of Commons 
the other day that the whole public 
opinion of India was demanding this 
Bill, and extraordinary telegrams were 
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sent from Calcutta pointing out that I| not aman to make a statement of that 
stood alone in opposing this law, and that | kind without believing it to be correct. I 
the whole of India was on the side of | won’t repeat the offensive phrase used by 
the Viceroy. I ascertained by telegraph | the noble Lord to me just now when he 
that that statement was absolutely incor- | stated that what I had said was untrue; 
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rect. 


that even most of 
Governments—who are largely under the 
control of the Supreme Government— | 
were opposed to the introduction of this | 
law. Mention has been made of Sir | 
Anthony Macdonell. I would most wil- | 
lingly pay attention to anything advised 
by that distinguished servant of the | 
Crown, but the views he expressed were | 
purely hypothetical. He said if the in- | 
troduction of bounty-fed sugar were to_ 
cause the cultivation of sugar-cane to fall | 
off then the price might be affected. But | 
he has since stated that the cultivation of 
sugar-cane has not been affected in the | 
slightest degree in India. And anyone 
who knows anything of the matter knows 
that the people of India will always con- | 
sume nine-tenths of the sugar produced 
in the country. The production of sugar | 
is perfectly enormous in India. In fact, | 
India can grow sugar to supply the world, | 
and would grow it more easily under the 
stimulus of competition than under pro- 
tection. I notice that the Viceroy in his 
speeches and numerous addresses thinks 
that he has a sort of Divine mission to 
encourage native industries in India. I 
can assure him that nothing of the kind 
is wanted. The Bombay Government 
took up a strong position on this matter. 
The Bombay newspapers were good 
enough to rebuke me for having criti- 
cised the noble Lord, and said that I 
knew nothing of the public opinion 
of India. But it turns out that! 
the editors of the Bombay newspapers 
were the only people who knew absolutely 
nothing of the state of public opinion in 
India. In Western India not only all the 
distinguished servants of the Crown, at 
Poonah, Kurrachee, Berar, ete., and the 
whole mercantile community, native and | 
European, but the Government itself were | 
entirely opposed to the introduction of | 
these countervailing duties. I call the 
attention of the noble Lord to a statement 
which Lord Curzon made on 20th March, 
in which he assured the Legislative 
Council that this Bill had been backed up 
with a weight of opinion which for quality 
and homogeneousness had never been 
equalled. I am sure that Lord Curzon is 


VOL. LXXII. [Fourrn Seriss.] 








The right hon. Gentleman the | 
Member for Wolverhampton has shown | 
the provincial | 


| Her Majesty’s speech. 


but I will say that what Lord Curzon 
stated was absolutely unfounded. There 
was no homogeneous feeling in India. I 
assume that Lord Curzon made that state- 
ment in Council, not with the intention 
of deceiving, but because he had never 
read or seen that despatch of the Bombay 
Government in which they protested 
against the introduction of the law. 
He could not have seen it. He 
introduced this law before he could 
possibly receive the despatch of the 
Bombay Government, which was only 
written on the 23rd of February, and could 
not have reached Calcutta before the end 
of that month. The decision of the Govern- 
ment of Indiawas takenon the 25th of Feb- 
ruary, long before it could have received 
the statement of the views of the im- 
portant Government of Bombay on the 
subject. This is « sample of the noble 
Lord’s allegation that the public opinion 
of India was with the Viceroy in this 
matter. So much for the provincial 
Governments and the Council. But I 
would ask what is the real opinion of the 
Indian Press on this question, because 
much has been made of the apparent 
unanimity of the Indian Press in support of 
the Government. It was my duty to 
read the articles which have appeared 
supporting the policy of the Govern- 
ment. They were mostly what are called 
inspired articles, and inspired articles are 
generally like the Address to the 
Throne, which is usually an echo of 
These inspired 
articles are usually an echo of the state- 
ments made by Ministers in Council. All 
the Indian papers which have carefully 
examined the question have declared 
against countervailing duties. I could 
quote the Indian Daily News, which has 
completely gone over to the side of the 
opponents of the law, and the whole of 
the native Press is now on the same side. 
I will quote an extract from a well- 
known newspaper, the 7imes of India, 
which arrived here by last mail, and 
which is well known to be still favourable 
to the Government of India. The Times 
of India says : 


“ There has been a wonderful change in the 
native Press of India. The Government have 
passed a law at the behest of Mr. Chamberlain 
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for the benefit of the sugar planters of 
Mauritius, and they must be prepared fora 
fine avalanche of denunciation by those who 
have taken all the moralities under their 
eharge. The storm of reproach is already 
blowing in that direction, and we know what 
is coming. 

That shows what is the present 
opinion of the majority of the native Press 
in regard to the law passed by the Govern- 
ment of India. Who were the real authors 
of this legislation in India? If we look at 
the Blue Book we find a memorial from a 
number of sugar refiners in the North- 
West Provinces. You would naturally 
look for the names of native merchants, 
but you find all the gentlemen who signed 
the petition hail from north of the Tweed. 
They nearly all belong to the same class 
of gentlemen who have lately come down 
from Glasgow and Greenock, and have 
assured us that we should pass similar legis- 
lation for the United Kingdom. A deputa- 
tion of them waited the other day on the 
President of the Board of Trade, and 
then they were good enough to seek an 
interview with me and discuss the matter 
with me. ‘They came to me, and 
said that the President of the Board 
of Trade had been most sympathetic 
with them. I asked them if the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade had promised 
to do anything for them; and they said 
“No, but he advised them that they 
ought to convert public opinion” ; and 
they were good enough to add “ We are 
beginning with you.” I advised them to 
begin with the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer, to which they replied that “if they 
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country as well as on this country. It 
is not the fact that there is any want 
of money or enterprise in India, or that 
|when the necessity of finding new 
| markets is forced upon the people they 
| are incapable of rising to the opportunity. 
Just look at what they have done with 
their cotton, always under the stimulus 
|of very forced and unrestricted foreign 
/competition. Manchester goods _prac- 
| tically killed the hand loom industry of 





India, famous in all previous ages ; but the . 


| natives-have not been behind in adapting 
to their own use the machinery and 
‘methods of Manchester, and there are 
‘no more successful cotton mills in the 
| world than are to be found in Bombay 
/and a number of other places at the pre- 
}sent moment. With the goods they have 
| turned out from short staple cotton they 
have successfully beaten Manchester out 
'of the market. All that was done with 
'Free Trade. Look at the great tea 
industry of India. It has beaten China 
‘out of the English market. Has that 
| trade been built up by Government pro- 
|tection? No, but by the enterprise of 
‘free Englishmen knowing what was 
| wanted, and how to apply successfully 
|capital to the production of the article 
requirea. Take coal. When I first 
‘went to India I remember coal was 
|only used within a few miles of the 


| pits in Bengal from which it was ob- 
‘tained. At the beginning of this 


‘year I find that coal is used on all 
the twenty odd thousand miles of the 
Indian railway system. It has beaten 


could convert me they would have an| English coal almost entirely out of the 
easy task with the Chancellor of the Ex-| market. It is used on all the steamers 
chequer.” These gentlemen seemedto me to | running from Bombay to Suez, and but 





be exceedingly prosperous, although they 
complained of being ruined. But it 
struck me that all they were pushing for 
was their own interests, and that they 
eared nothing for the interests 
of the great consumers of the country. 
It was much the same sort of gentlemen 
who sent a petition to the Government of 
Bengal, and asked that they should be 
given a monopoly of refined sugar. It 
would be much easier, by the employ- 
ment of skilled labour and improved 
machinery, to turn outa better article 
than at present and so command the 
market. But they will never do such 
a thing until stimulated by foreign com- 
etition. We have forced, as I have said, 
sn Trade on India, but Free Trade has 
conferred immense benefits on that 
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'for the heavy duties in the Suez Canal 
| Indian coal would pass into the Mediter- 
ranean and compete with English coal 
there. All this has been done without 
Government protection, by capital, in- 
| dustry, and enterprise working together 
| with freedom against foreign competition. 
|Then there is the success of Indian beer 
against the competition of both English 
and German beer, and there are innumer- 
| able other cases in which India has shown 
itself quite alive to the necessities of 
modern industries. The most remarkable 
illustration I could give the House of the 
really good working of Free Trade is 
this. In the old days every town in India 
was lighted with little lamps containing 
cocoanut oil, and a very disagreeable 
light it often was. Paraffin oil was 
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introduced by America and sent out in 
tins and speedily took possession of the 
market, and it was taken into consump- 
tion all over India. Finally, Russia suc: 
ceeded in beating America out of the 
market with the help of English capital. 
Russia invented a system of sending 
petroleum in tank steamers to Bombay, 
where it was sold by measure to the 
people, and the expense of the tins and 
the long voyage from America was saved. 
Russia now has nearly the whole trade of 
lighting India. Would not this have 
been a magnificent opportunity for a Vice- 
roy who thought he had a mission to save 
the industries of India to say, “ We will 
not have the immemorial cocoanut-oil 
lamps extinguished. We must protect 
our industries, and we will not give this 
vast trade to our natural enemies the 
Russians.” What has been the result of 
the introduction of this trade in India ? 
The native growers of oil seeds, being 
forced to find another market for their 
products, have discovered that these 
vegetable oils are the best that can 
possibly be used in all the great machine 
works in Europe, and now these oil seeds 
are in greater demand than ever, and 
fetch a higher price than before. That is 
a splendid example of the natural working 
of Free Trade and the advantage that 
freedom of trade gives to the people. I 
thought it right to say this because it 
seems to me that people adopt a_ too 
apologetic tone for forcing Free Trade on 
India. Free Trade would never have 
been adopted there by the natives, but if 
you ask all the more intelligent natives 
now you will find that they are satisfied 
that the present system of commerce is 
the best thing that England could have 
possibly given them. I shall, I am afraid, 
weary the House, but I have had this 
matter much in my mind and I have 
never been allowed to speak on it in the 
House before. I should like to say a 
word upon the constitutional point 
touched on by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Wolverhampton. The 
noble Lord the Secretary of State for 
India seems to have formed a radically 
false conception of his powers and his 
responsibilities to this House. When I 
put a question to him on this subject he 
retorted in tones of some asperity—an 
asperity which might have kindled re- 
sentment in my bosom if we, who are 
below the gangway, were not used by this 
time to 
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‘* The insolence of office, and the spurns > 
That patient merit of the unworthy takes.” 


The noble Lord practically told me that I 
had better mind my own business. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON dissented. 


*Mr. J. M. MACLEAN: Iam not 
giving the noble Lord’s exact words, but he 
said he had told me more than once that 
he declined to interfere with the expres- 
sion of opinion and the determination of 
the Government of India upon a question 
of this kind. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: The hon. 
Gentleman put a question to me to this 
effect: Would I lay this Bill on the 
Table of the House, for the purpose, of 
course, of founding questions and motions 
upon it, and as it was under discussion in 
the Indian Legislature I replied, as every 
Secretary of State would, that I declined 
to interfere with the functions of the 
Indian Government. 


*Mr. J. M. MACLEAN : That is where 
the noble Lord makes what I conceive to 
be a very great mistake. The Indian 
Legislature has no independent position. 
It has only delegated powers from this 
Parliament. What is the position 
of the noble Lord towards the 
Indian Government? It is very clearly 
defined in the despatch written by Lord 
Salisbury, when Secretary of State for 
India, in 1875. Lord Hartington had 
taken off the cotton duties in order to 
put Manchester and India on an equal 
footing, and the Indian Government, at 
the time strongly Protectionist, claimed 
that they had a right as an independent 
Legislature to pass any tariff laws they 
chose. Lord Salisbury absolutely declined 
to give them this power. One excellent 
reason he gave was, that unless complete 
unanimity was assured beforehand be- 
tween the House of Commons, repre- 
sented by the Secretary of State, and the 
Indian Government, there was no security 
for the maintenance of the Viceroy’s 
authority in India, which would receive 
rude shocks by the decisions of the 
Government of India being frequently 
challenged in this House. It was impos- 
sible, said Lord Salisbury, for the House 
of Commons to part with its control over 
Indian finance, and therefore the power 
was specially reserved to the Secretary of 
State for India by Lord Salisbury to re- 
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present the House of Commons in tariff | the sugar duties twenty-five years ago ! 
matters, and never to let any change in| He took off the remaining sugar duties 
Indian tariff laws be introduced without | because he said that next to cheap corn 
his assent. It seems to me that that| no greater boon could be given to che 
power which was placed in the hands of | people of this country than cheap sugar. 
the Secretary of State imposes upon him He was perfectly right. His policy has 
a very heavy responsibility, and he ought been justified by results, and the people 
to take especial care, as is his constitu- | 0 England, knowing what immense 
tional duty, that no sudden or rash change | industries are now bound up with the 
in the settled commercial policy of this | existence of cheap sugar, will never suffer 
Empire is introduced into the Legislative | that great boon to be taken away from 
Council of India, unless he is assured | them. Ifor one unhesitatingly support 
of the support of the House of | the motion of the right hon. Gentleman 
Commons whose servant he is. It may | the Member for Wolverhampton, because 
be said that the House, if it does not | it is conceived, I believe, in a spirit of 
approve of the conduct of a Secretary of | fair play for India and Free Trade for the 
State, has the rightjto remove him, butthat | British Empire. 

is not enough. We know that if we re- 
move him we shall only have another noble 

lord in his place. I deny that it is any | “That an humble Adcress be presented to 
Sis. ae altiy the Gaetine of Her Majesty, praying that Her Majesty will 
u ge ; C ‘ be pleased to disallow the Indian Tariff Act, 
State has had the opportunity of throwing | 1899,”—(Sir Henry Fowler.) 

India into confusion for six months, and 

of giving a rude shock to the authority *Lorp G. HAMILTON: I rise for the 
of the new Viceroy from which it will purpose of asking the House to give a 
never recover, that we should have the direct negative to the motion that has 
privilege of removing him. It was the | just been made. Since that motion has 
wisdom of Lord Salisbury that provided | been on the Table of the House various 
that this agreement should be come to Amendments to it have been proposed by 
beforehand, and what I condemn the Members in different parts of the House. 
noble Lord for is that he never consulted |I hope those hon. Gentlemen will not 
the House of Commons or took any pains move any one of these Amendments. The 
to ascertain whether an Act of this kind two speeches which we have heard to- 
would be supported in this country. On night, as well as the matter to which they 
the contrary, nearly every Minister on | refer, give ample material to the House of 
the front bench has said that he is Commons for a full night’s discussion, 
quite convinced that public opinion in| and if any Amendments such as_ those 
this country has not been converted on | that appear on the paper are introduced 
the question of countervailing duties, and | unquestionably extraneous issues will 
that therefore he would not attempt to | creep into the discussion. The issue that 
meddle with them. Is it not a shabby is raised is a clear issue ; let us meet it 
device, then, when they dare not do it in | clearly, and let our Debate to-night be 
England, to force it on the people of | concentrated on the subject of sugar so 
India and impair the authority of the | far asit affects India. The right hon. Gen- 
Viceroy ? We know that things cannot | tlemanwho opened this Debateand the hon. 
rest where they are. We know that if | Gentleman who followed him have made 
this Act is passed for India it will | two speeches, the summary of which is 
be passed with the deliberate de-| nothing more or less than a defence of 
sign to introduce preferential duties the bounty system as applied to sugar. 
into every part of the Empire. Is | From beginning to end there was not a 
that a policy which commends itself? | solitary allusion to the detrimental effects 
I would ask my Conservative friends of the bounty system, and in the name of 
whether they are willing to go to Free Tradethose two hon. Gentlemen get 
the country two years hence with up and publicly support the blackest sys- 
“Protection” emblazoned on _ their tem of Protection known. The position 
banners. Some of them may, but of Her Majesty’s Government is clearly 
not very many. What will be the defined. We gave instructions to our 
result of this policy? Was it not a Con- delegates at the Congress at Brussels— 
servative Chancellor of the Exchequer— | and, so far as I know, no political Party 
Sir Stafford Northcote—who abolished | has challenged the justice of those in- 
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Motion made, and Question proposed— 
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structions—to try and secure the suppres- 
sion of all bounties on sugar, which they 
considered to be prejudicial to the general 
interests of the British Empire. Is any- 
one prepared in this House to contradict 
that proposition? If nobody is prepared 
to contradict that proposition in the 
abstract, then every vote given by hon. Gen- 
tlemen in this House for the motion moved 
to-night will tend to bolster up and 
infuse new life and strength into this 
system of bounties on sugar. Either the 
system is a good one or it is a bad one. 
If it is a bad system, we are justified in 
having recourse to strong ‘measures to 
get rid of it; but if it is a good system, 


let us have the courage to say so 
openly. I am compelled, in consequence 
of the nature of the speeches that 


have been made, to indulge in a few 
elementary but, I think, necessary pro- 
positions. I have been a Free Trader all 
my life. (Laughter.) Hon. Gentlemen 
laugh, but I think Iam the only person now 
in this House who has introduced legisla- 
tion in India which went in the direction 
of Free Trade. There is at the present 
moment only one protective Act on the 
Statute-book of India, and that is an Act 
—I dare say a — Aet—which was 
passed by night hon. Gentlemen opposite 
when they were in office. It puts a 5 per 
cent. duty on all imports even where the 
article imported competes with the native 


production. I do not blame right hon. 
Gentlemen for doing that, but it 
is rather curious that the right hon. 
Gentleman who invites me not to de- 


part from the principles of Free Trade 
represents a Government which has put 
on the Statute-book of India the only law 
which is essentially protective. I believe 
it to be to the interest of this country 
and the duty of the Government of this 
country to promote Free Trade wherever 
they can, and by Free Trade I mean the 
principles that were taught us by Mr. 

Cobden and by Sir Louis Mallet.’ Free 
Trade means the freeing of trade from 
artificial restraint and artificial fostering, 
from anything that tends to raise the 
price of an article artificially. An hon. 

Gentleman laughs, but anything which 
tends to raise the price of an article 
artificially by a hostile tariff is contary to 
the principles of Free Trade. But the con- 
Verse isequally true. Anything which tends 
to lower the price of an article below the 
cost of production, by bounties or by Go- 
vernment aid, is contrary to the principles 
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of Free Trade. The two preceding speakers 
did not seem to thoroughly grasp and 


analyse the difference between Free 
Trade and Protection. The essential 
difference between the two is_ this, 


that the object of Free Trade is to try and 
establish, so far as fiscal arrangements 
are concerned, equality of conditions, 
equality of treatment, and equality 
of opportunity for all producers, in 
whatever part of the world they may 
live, and thus, by encouraging production 
and increasing competition, to benefit the 
consumer, who gets the advantage of luwer 
prices in consequence of the increased 
production. The object of Protection is 
the reverse—it is to establish inequality, 
so that the home producer always may 
have a certain advantage to enable him 
to compete with others. Free Trade and 
Protection, therefore, are antagonistic ; 
they are irreconcilable. These two fiscal 
systems are in operation all over the 
world, fighting one another, and the 
most aggressive form which Protection 
can assume is the bounty system 
as associated with the production of 
sugar. What does the bounty system 
do? In the first place, the foundation of 
the bounty system is the drawing of an 
impenetrable barrier round the country 
in which the bounty is given, so that no 
sugar from outside can come in and com- 
pete with the home production. The open 
door ispermanently and hermetically sealed 
against imports. But then the door is 
opened in order that the bounty-fed sugar 
exporter may go forth and with the 
resources of a great system of national 
taxation behind him make war on in- 
digenous industries and on the enterprise 
of Free Trade nations engaged in the pro- 
duction of sugar. It is nothing more or 
than a deliberate act of economic 
aggression against the principles of Free 
Trade and free industry. That is ad- 
mitted. For twenty years past we in 
this country, I admit, have adopted 
a policy of inaction in dealing 
with this system of bounties on 
sugar. We were misled by those who 
undertook to lead us. Almost every pre- 
diction that they made has been falsified. 
I have heard to-night all the old argu- 
menis—which experience has shown us to 
be absolutely false—trotted out for our 
acceptance in the belief that we have 
forgotten our experiences of the last 20 
years. The first argument was—** After 
all, the disturbance <o the Indian industry 


less 
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is very slight, and it is not worth while 
taking notice of it.” That was an argu- 
ment used 20 years ago about sugar 
in this country. The next argument 
was—* After all, it only affects refined 
sugar.” That also was an argument 
used 20 years ago, but the bounty-fed 
sugar now affects the price of raw sugar 
as well as of refined sugar. All the 
arguments that were used in the past to 
induce us to assent to the bounty on 
sugar under the idea that it was merely a 
phase of Protection and would pass away 
are revived, and it is expected that, with 
all our experience of the past 20 years, 
and the knowledge of these falsified 
predictions, we should accept them as true, 
and on that ground censure the Indian 
Government. The tactics that this 
country has followed in connection with 
the bounty on sugar, whether they were 
right or wrong, have immensely extended 
and developed that system, and it has 
assumed enormous proportions. The 
hon. Member for Carditf said that the 
Indian sugar industry would not prosper 
except under the stimulus of competition. 
Where has cane sugar prospered under. the 
stimulus of competition with bounty-fed 
beet sugar? It is proved, I think, beyond 
dispute that cane sugar can be produced 
as cheaply as beet sugar. Experts assure 
me that is so, and the assertion has been 
put forward and not contradicted. 
Twenty years ago the sugar duties were 
abolished in this country, and that change 
came into full operation in 1877. The 
amount of sugar imported into this 
country in that year was 20,000,000ewt., 
and of that amount about 6,000,000cwt. 
came from bounty-giving countries and 
14,000,000ewt. came from non-bounty- 
giving countries. Twenty years later, 
owing to the increase of population and 
various other causes, the amount of sugar 
imported into Great Britain was consider- 
ably greater, and it attained the dimensions 
of upwards of 29,000,000ewt. The sugar 
from bounty-giving countries had then 
risen to 24,000,000 ewt. and the sugar 
from non-bounty-giving countries had 
fallen to 5,000,000 ewt. This is the 
bounty-fed sugar which is to go to India 
and is to give a stimulus to cane sugar 
and largely increase its production. That 
displacement of cane sugar is unnatural 
and artificial. 
watch these economic questions will admit 
that the displacement of an industry from 
its natural locality and the diversion of 
Lord G. Hamilton. 
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I think all persons who | 
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trade and commerce from its legitimate 
channels is a great evil to the trade and 
commerce of the world, because the forces 
that we are dealing with are what are 
known as dynamic forces—they are forces 
constantly on the move, competing with 
one another—and the displacement and 
dislocation of a trade or industry often 
acts and reacts all round the whole 
trade and commerce of the world, re- 


ducing production and _ limiting the 
exchange of commodities. The result 
is that we, who are the great 
international traders of the world, 


lose by this unnatural displacement. 
[Opposition cries of dissent.| Hon. 
Gentlemen have not followed my argu- 
ment. I am putting on one side any 
benefit hounty-fed sugar may confer. I 
say the displacement of trade and of pro- 
duction from its legitimate channels and 
its natural locality detrimentally affects 
the whole trade and commerce of the 
world. That is a proposition which I 
think nobody will dispute. The material 
displacement of cane sugar by this hounty- 
fed sugar detrimentally affects the pro- 
duction of cane sugar. No one with 
capital would put his money into a business 
which was subjected to ccmpetition not to 
a fixed bounty, but with a bounty that at 
any moment might be doubled. Germany 
doubled their bounty in 1896, France 
responded, Austria did the same; and 
our representatives at Brussels pointed 
out that in all probability, unless some 
satisfactory solution of the bounty ques- 
tion could be arrived at, the bounties 
would be still further raised. I venture 
to sav I have shown that the system of 
bounties is as contrary to the first prin- 
ciple of Free Trade as any system could 
possibly be. That system absolutely 
dominates the production and consump- 
tion of sugar in Europe. It turned its 
attention to America, and exported 
enormous quantites of beet sugar into the 
United States ; and the United States re- 
taliated by countervailing duties. We were 
warned by our representatives at Brussels 
that the stoppage of the import of German 
sugar in America would result in great 
masses of German sugar being sent to 
India ; and that the one great indigenous 
industry of India would be threatened. 
Of the 300 million people who live in 
India, 80 per cent. depend for the means 
of subsistence on agriculture ; and in the 
North of India, where the population is 
more densely packed than in any other 
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part of the world, the sugar industry is | 
the principal industry. Again, a large 
proportion of the income of the Indian | 
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“T shall, of course, be glad to write a report 
if you think it is expected of me, or that it 


| would do any good. But, after all, the only 


yoint I could press on the Indian Government 


Government is derived from land revenue. | is the danger which India runs through an 





The direct amount paid by cane sugar to 
the revenue is about £1,600,000, but the 
indirect amount is much greater. The 
only question the House has to consider 
is this— Warned as we were of the danger 
to India, should the Indian Government, 
ignoring the effect of twenty years’ ex- 
perience, have aggravated the very evil 
which we wanted to arrest, by the tactics 
of inaction adopted here? Or should they 
have recourse to the simpler policy of 
attempting to frustrate the object for 
which the bounties are given, and thus 
lead to the abolition of the bounty 
system itself? So gigantic is the produc- 
tion of cane sugar in India that it is far 
more than the production of the rest of 
the world, excluding China; it employs 
several millions of people ; and the annual 
crop is estimated to be worth little short 
of 20 millions sterling. All that is wanted 
is the application of capital and enterprise 
to the sugar industry in India. What 
person would give one or the other if the 
bounty system is allowed to enter the 
field? We had to deal with a danger 
which unquestionably was imminent, and 
we had to consider very carefully what 
course we should adopt. A somewhat 
farcical account has been given by the 
hon. Member for Cardiff of the relations 
between myself and my right hon. friend 
the Colonial Secretary, and of the com- 
munications which he assumed passed 
between the Colonial Office and the India 
Office. At the beginning of last year 
Lord Elgin was asked to nominate a dele- 
gate to represent India at the Sugar Con- 
ference at Brussels. This was the first 
occasion upon which India had a special 
delegate of her own. In the despatch in 
which the Indian Government sanctioned 
the appointment of the delegate they for- 
warded certain proposals made by some 
gentlemen in Bengal amounting to the 
proposal of countervailing duties ; but 
the Indian Government said they were 
not prepared to sanction that proposal. 
The Conference met and separated with- 
out arriving at any settlement. Mr. 
Ozanne, the delegate specially selected 
by Lord Flgin to represent India at the 
Conference, was asked if he would write 
a report by the Revenue Secretary of the 
India Office, acting on my behalf. He 
replied :— 


immense increase in the volume of -imports of 
beetroot sugar. If this goes on, and it must 
goon if India does nothing, it seems to me 
clear that the sugar cultivation of India and 
| the Mauritius will be most seriously and un- 
justly handicapped. If sugar-cane profits 
are reduced the whole agriculture of India 
must be upset.” 


Recollect that agriculture is not one of 
many industries in India. It affects the 
whole industrial system of the country, 
and therefore, if any blow were struck at 
what is really the only staple occupation 
in India, we would be face to face with a 
tremendous economic difficulty, the satis- 
factory solution of which would be almost 
impossible. As soon as the Brussels 
Conference broke up without having come 
to any conclusion I addressed a letter to the 
Government of India enclosing tke corre- 
spondence in reference to the Conference, 
and intimating in the clearest way that I 
was not satisfied with their declaration of 
opinion against the imposition of counter- 
vailing duties, asking them to more fully 
consider the matter and in the meantime 
to colleet further information. Simul- 
taneously with the receipt of my letter in 
India the Indian public received the 
report that the Brussels Conference had 
broken up without having come to any 
decision, and simultaneously all over 
India an agitation sprang up requesting 
the Government to impose countervailing 
duties. The Chambers of Commerce 
petitioned the Government in favour of 
this policy, and the Indian as well as the 
European Press of the country assisted in 
the agitation. Lord Curzon, as you know, 
was appointed Viceroy towards the close 
of last session. In the autumn he spent 
a considerable part of his time in the 
India Office consulting with various 
Members of the Indian Council and my- 
self. We discussed the course to be 
pursued in regard to the sugar bounties. 
The House is perhaps not aware, though 
the mover of this Motion is, that the 
/Council of India have exceptional au- 
thority in matters relating to finance 
'and expenditure. I placed myself in 
‘communication with the Revenue Com- 
| mittee of that Council, and was glad to 
\find that their views agreed with 
|mine that we should not close the 
| door against countervailing duties if 
no other remedy could be found to 
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arrest the adverse influence of bounty- 
fed sugar on agriculture in India. Lord 
Curzon came to the same view, but, 
knowing that further information was 
being collected, he declined to express eny 
opition on the subject until he had the 
opportunity of investigating that further 
information, and als» of personally com- 
municating with the members of the 
Government of India who had signed 
the despatch objecting to countervailing 
duties, in order to ascertain whether 
that opposition was based upon con- 
viction and 2 thorongh knowledge and 
investigation of the subject in India. 
In the meantime we got information from 
the Foreign Office, from which it seemed 
perfectly clear the Conference would not 
meet again, and that therefore there was 
no likelihood of action being taken for the 
purpose of suppressing or stopping the 
bounty system in Europe. We had, at 
the same time, information that there 
were immense cargoes of German sugar at 
Hamburg, and that the probability was 
that this great stock of sugar would be 
sent out to the Indian market. There- 
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fore on 12th December I sent a note .to 
the Revenue Committee of the Council 
of India to the effect that, having 


considered the question from the Indian 
point of view, [| saw no objection to 


imposing countervailing duties, and 
that I should be glad to hear their 


opinion. They replied that they had 
considered the matter, and that they en- 
tirely endorsed my view that the time had 
arrived for such duties. Accordingly a 
despatch was ordered to be prepared. 
Before it was sent to India my right hon. 
friend the Colonial Secretary forwarded 
me two letters from Marritius, referring 
to the same subject, and as I thought it 
it was most desirable that the Indian 
Government should know that the 
Colonial Office was of the same mind, I 
had the letter addressed to India altered 
and enlarged, so as to include the two 
letters from Mauritius. That, from the 
beginning to the end, was all the pressure 
that the Colonial Secretary exercised on 
me in the matter; and therefore when 
the hon. Member for Cardiff gave his far- 
cical description of the affair I said there 
was not a word of truth in it. In con- 
sequence of the delay which was caused 
by this despatch having been kept back 


Lord Curzon was not likely to 
have been able to proceed till the 
beginning of March. Everyone was 


Lord G. Hamilton. 


{COMMONS} 
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agreed that, if it became  neces- 
sary to legislate, legislation should be 
proceeded with at once. Three weeks 
after Lord Curzon received my despatch 
I telegraphed to him asking if he would 
be able to legislate this session, because 
the Legislative Council at Calcutta broke 
up towards the end of March, and it was 
desirable, if he thought legislation neces- 
sary, that the Bill should be passed 
before the close of their He 
replied that he and his Council were 
ready to proceed, the Bill was 
introduced, and passed rapidly through 
the Legislative Council, and it has 
received a greater amount of support in 
India than any legislation or any act the 
Government has done for many years 
past. It is quite true that there was only 
an interval of three days between the 
receipt of the announcement _ of 
Lord Curzon’s intention to legislate 
and the reply of Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment. But the Council of India had 
been consulted by me, and is it likely 
that we should have arrived at what I 
admit to have iomentous 
decision had we not carefr!ly considered 
in advance the whole question! The 
reason why we were able to take such 
prompt action was that the subject had 
been for months previous betore the 
Government. This, from beginning to 
end, is the simple history of the procedure 
in connection with this Bill, and | venture 
to say that throughout we bave been 
actuated by one motive only —how best 
to serve the interests of India. The right 
hon. Gentleman undertook some little 
time ago the charge of a Committee which 
was formed to consider matters connected 
with the finances of India. It required 
some courage on the part of the right 
hon. Gentleman to undertake so laborious 
a part, with the certain knowledge that 
whatever way the Committee reports he 
is sure to be abused. Now, my strong 
impression is that that Committee will 
establish a stable rate of exchange between 


session. 


heen a 


England and India which will enable 
India to take full advantage of 
her own resources and the great 


financial resources of England. There is 
an enormous amount of English capital 
which can be properly, and legitimately, 
invested in India, and therefore, if the 
right hon, Gentleman were to succeed in 
‘carrying his motion to-night, and 
_ bounty-fed sugar thus allowed to exercise 
‘its detrimental effects in India, he would 
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counteract one of the most important 
results of the Report which I hope he will 
shortly produce. There is a vast and 
ever-growing population in India. It is 
calculated that something like 70,000,000 
people have been added to the popu- 
lation during the last 20 years, and 
the only hope in any way to satisfactorily 
deal with this enormous population is to 
do everything possible to induce English 
capitalists to invest their money in India, 
and thus extend and multiply industries. 
Unless we can do so the economic pro- 
blem is incapable of solution. What is 
the objection to the legislation which we 
propose ? If the bounty system as applied 


to sugar be sound in itself, and if, 
as the right hon. Gentleman and 
the hon. Member for Cardiff seem 


to wish, the Hous: expresses its approval 
of bounties as applied to sugar, they will 
effectually prevent anybody from taking 
measures to suppress the system. The 
staple support of agriculture in India is 
the sugar industry; it stands in much 
the same position as the steel and iron 
industry does in this country. Suppose 
fora moment that foreign Governments 
were to apply the bounty system to the 
manufacture of steel and iron, and, with 
the long hours which they work and the 
lower wages, foreign manufacturers were 
to make a determined attempt upon the 
mainspring of our industrial supremacy 
in Europe, and if they were to devote the 
sums of money they devote at present to 
sugar bounties, it is perfectly certain 
that they could make a great inroad on 
our steel and iron industry. In that case 
would the right hon. Gentleman like to 
go down and address his constituents at 
Wolverhampton, one of the headquarters 
of the industry, and use the language he has 
used in connection with bounty-fed sugar ? 
What popular constituency would tole- 
rate the idea that they were to be de- 
prived of their employment, not by fair 
competition, but by Government sub- 
sidies, and to be told that, after all, it was 
the consumer who had to be consulted, 
and that there was no remedy whatso- 
ever? If any such condition of things 
prevailed, I believe that the whole pro- 
ducing population of this country would 
combine, and insist upon the Government 
sweeping away the bounties. If, then, 
you would be forced to take some 
strong measures to arrest the pernicious 
development of the bounty system when 
applied to a staple industry at home, why | 
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|not act towards India as you would 
towards yourselves? But then I am told 
that countervailing duties are a violation 
of the principle of Free Trade. I think the 
two preceding speakers have argued that 
they are contrary to our fiscal system, 


‘which during the past fifty years 
has brought such extraordinary pros- 
perity to these’ islands. They 


seem to forget that countervailing duties 
have for 50 years past been part and 
parcel of our fiscal system, and that they 
have been applied to that particular com- 
modity from which we derive the largest 
amount of income—namely, spirits and 

beer. All foreign spirits which are im- 

ported into this country pay a duty of 
5d. per gallon more than the home pro- 
duct, and there is also a differential duty 
upon beer. What is the origin of these 
duties? Who are the black protectionists 
responsible for them? ‘They bear the 
names of Cobden, Sir Louis Mallet, and 
Gladstone. When Cobden negotiated the 
Treaty with the French in 1860, one of 
the inducements which was offered the 
French Government to reduce the duties 
upon English goods exported to France 
was the expectation that French spirits 
should be allowed to come into this 
country on exactly the same duty as was 
paid by home-made spirits to the Excise. 
In the discussion which took place upon 
the Treaty it transpired that the Excise 
system in this country was much more 
rigorous than the French system, and 
accordingly the French Government, to 
compensate the British distiller, agreed 
to an additional duty of 2d. being im- 
posed upon all spirits imported from 
France. The matter affected a large and 
important industry, and when the terms 
of the Treaty became known the British 
distillers got up an agitation and sent a 
deputation to Mr. Gladstone to point out 
that an extra duty of 2d. was not. suffi- 
cient, and to demand that it should be 
raised to 5d. After some negotiations 
the extra duty of 5d. was agreed to. 
The section of the Treaty in which the 
surtax of 2d. is struck out and fresh 
terms negotiated is in the following 
terms : 

“Since the ratification of the said Treaty 
the Government of Her Britannic Majesty have 
ascertained that the surtax of 2d. a gallon is 
not sufficient to countervail the charges with 
which, in consequence of the operation of the 
laws of Customs and Excise, home-made 


Britis spirits have now to contend ; and that 
a surtax limited to the rate of 2d. a gallon 
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would still leave home-made British spirits | 
subject to a differential duty in favour of | 
foreign brandies and spirits. Consequently 

the Government of Her Britannic Majesty, 

having represented these circumstances to the 

Government of His Majesty the Emperor of 
the French, and His Imperial Majesty having 
consented that the amount of the said surtax 

shall be increased, the two high contracting 

parties to the said treaty of commerce do, by 

the present additional article, agree that the 

amount of such surtax shall be 5d. a gallon ; 

and Her Britannic Majesty engages to recom- 

mend to Parliament the admission into the 

United Kingdom of brandies and spirits im- 

ported from France at a duty exactly equal to 
the Excise duty levied upon home-made 

spirits, with the addition of a surtax of 5d. a 
gallon.” 


Therefore you will see our distillers had 
the advantage of a countervailing duty. 
I admit there is a little difference 
between the two cases, but what hon. 
Gentlemen have to show is that 
there is such a vital difference be- 
between a duty which is imposed to 
countervail the advantage to the foreigner 
given by our Excise system, and a duty 
Imposed to countervail the advantage 
to the foreigner given him by his own 
fiscal system, as to justify them in still 
calling Gladstone and Cobden Free 
Traders and Lord Curzon and myself 
Protectionists. In an eloquent passage 
at the conclusion of his speech the 
right hon. Gentleman alluded to the 
enormous benefits which Free Trade has 
conferred upon this country, and he re- 
ferred to the open port or the open door. 
I quite agree that the object of the open 
port or open door is to encourage com- 
petition and production all over the world 
by letting traders know that when once 
they are inside that door they will meet 
other producers on terms of equality. 
What is the object of a bounty ? It 
is that a _ foreigner may proclaim 
to the whole world that, although 
the door is wide open, when you get 
inside, as regards a_ particular com- 
modity to which the bounty applies, 
you shall not meet on terms. of 
equality. Therefore to advocate keeping 
the door open and at the same time to 
advocate a system of hounties is to set two 


contrary influences at work which 
counteract one another. Since this 
subject has been under discussion I 
have been the recipient of a very 
large amount of literature. My hon. 


friend the Member for Cardiff is quite 
confident that I have totally mis- 
represented public opinion in India. 


Lord G: Hamilton. 


{COMMONS} 
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I do not know what authority he will 
accept as an adequate one upon that sub- 
ject, but many years ago he made a just 
reputation as the able and active editor 
of the Bombay Gazette. I do not know 
whether he will now accept that paper 
as an accurate representation of Indian 
opinion 4 


Mr. J. M. MACLEAN: Oh, dear, no; 
I have nothing whatever to do with it 
now. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON : Now, let us see 
what the Bombay Guzctte says. On the 
27th of April it says that Mr. J. Maclean, 
M.P., ought certainly to seek redress 
by an action at law against whoever 


is contending that opinion in Bombay 
is absolutely opposed to countervail- 


ing duties; that never was a shrewd 
public man more grievously mistaken ; 
that the European and native com- 
munity of Bombay was in line on 
this point with the rest of India, and 
that the unanimity left nothing to be 
desired. When I turn to English publie 
opinion I do not think there is a single 
large representative body in this country 
which has discussed this question, with 
the single exception of the Manchester 
Chamber of Commerce, which has not 
supported the Government in the action 
they have taken. The Chambers of 
Commerce of London, Liverpool, Edin- 
burgh, and Glasgow, representing the 
great commercial interests, have strongly 
supported us. Manchester is against us. 
I say frankly that I think Manchester 
and the Manchester Chamber of Commerce 
ought to be ashamed of themselves. 
Three years ago the Chamber of Com- 
merce bombarded me night and day in 
order that I might give to them as 
against the Indian cotton spinners equality 
of treatment. I was not so much in- 
fluenced by this clamour as I was by my 
conviction that the request was a just one. 
I looked with great alarm on the spirit of 
artagonism which was growing up between 
two great industrial communities engaged 
in producing the same commodities—one 
in Bombay and one in Manchester. I 
was desirous in the interests of the 
Empire of establishing conditions under 
which they could compete on equal terms 
for the benefit of the consumer. Well, I 
succeeded in establishing that equality, 
|and met with much obloquy in doing s0; 
|and now the Manchester Chamber of 
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Commerce, having got that which three | interests of India and of our Empire. We 
years ago they demanded as an inherent | are compelled—every Secretary of State 


right, ask me to refuse to the sugar pro- | 


ducers of India the very benefit that they 
asked for themselves. From whatever 
point of view you look at this 
question, whether you look at it 
from the economic, or the Imperial 
or the Indian point of view, prudence, ex- 
pediency, and justice all combine to 


support the proposals we have made. | 


There are also considerations which 
may be suggested in connection with 
Indian public opinion which I think 
are well worthy of the attention of this 
House. We are proud of our rule in 
India and of the splendid work done by 
our countrymen. But we must recollect 
that the extraordinary disproportion be- 
tween the governing classes and the 
governed constitutes a risk and danger 
which ever surrounds our authority in 
India. Though the risk and danger may 
from time to time assame, as conditions 
change, a different form, it is always there. 
We have passed recently through a very 
troublesome epoch, and it is during these 
times that the authorities can best gauge 
and anticipate the nature of the dangers 
ahead. ‘The weapons which now assail 
our Empire in India are not those 
of material force and violence; subtler 
and more insidious influences are at work. 


I am afraid that, whatever we do, our | 


government never will be popular in India. 
Tam speaking my own conviction, and I 
have spent a great part of my official life in 
the India Office, and I state my deliberate 
opinion that, do what you like, our 
government never can be popular in India, 
but its strength consists in the confidence 
the people repose in our integrity and our 
ability to maintain peace, and on the 
foundation of that peace to promote their 
moral and material prosperity. But to 
attack our honesty and impugn our 
motives is now the object of a certain 
agitation in India. I speak what I know. 
The House may not agree with me, but I 
am speaking with the full sense of re- 
sponsibility. I say that to impugn our 
motives is the object of a certain class of 
agitators in India. Our policy is im- 
pugned, and every effort is made to try 
and associate the action and the policy 
of the Government with a _ dis- 
regard of Indian public opinion and 
a selfish regard for our own interests. 
Sir, I quite admit that at times it is 


necessary to overrule local opinion in the | 


is at times compelled—to have something 
done in India which local opinion would 
not have done or to stop something which 
local opinion would have done, but the 
occasions on which this supreme power 
should be exercised are rare, and are only 
justified by most exceptional cireum- 
stances. [I had practically to overrule 
Indian public opinion in order to secure 
equality of treatment between Bombay 
and Manchester. After all, that proposal 
only affected a limited number of persons, 
but you are now dealing with a question 
which comes home to the daily life of an 
enormous population, The sugar industry 
practically covers the whole of the North 
of India. I have had many communica- 
tions with the Viceroy on the subject. 
The last I received was a telegram, dated 
May 27, as follows: 

“Superintending Engineer North-Western 
Provinees reports that since our Bill the area 
under sugar crop is rising considerably ; that 
every petty farmer and labourer in the pro- 
vinees was aware of sugar tax within few days 
of passing of Bill: that next to famine relief 
works it is the one measure of Government for 
years past which has been understood and 
appreciated by the people, and that it was 
received everywhere with content.” 

The House is asked to cancel that legis- 
lation—and_ by cancelling it to destroy 
all the hopes and expectations that have 
been founded upon it. What for? Why, 
to give expression to certain economic 
theories as to the exact definition of 
which no two persons agree, and in order 
not to do violence to certain principles 
which we are supposed to have violated by 
a measure the principle of which I have 
shown to be part and parcel of the fiscal 
system of this country for fifty years past. 
The House is asked to take this step in the 
teeth of the advice and opinion of every 
authority which constitutes the govern- 
ing power in India. The Executive 
Council of the Governor-General is unani- 
mous in its support, the Legislative 
Council is unanimous, and it is sup- 
ported by a consensus of Indian public 
opinion such as I have never known in 
my experience, and older men tell me 
they have never known in theirs such 
unanimity. The House would be under- 
taking the very gravest responsibility if 
they venture on such flimsy grounds as 
have been advanced to interfere in so 
vital a matter. Therefore | commend 
this legislation to the House. I commend 
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it because the Indian Government by the 
action they have taken have not only 
struck a legitimate blow in defence of 
their own interests, but because their 
action will, I think, stimulate other 
Governments to take counsel together in 
order that they may put an end to one of 
the most vicious forms of subsidised pro- 
duction against which free enterprise 
and legitimate trade and industry have 
ever had to contend. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): After 
the speech which we have had from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Wolverhampton and the speech of the 
seconder of the Motion, I think it is de- 
sirable that some of us from the seclusion 
of the back benches should say in a few 
words—the fewer the better—what they 
think about the great principle which is 
now being introduced in the proposed 
legislation which the Government have 
carried in India. I would like to proceed 
at once to that, but after the remarkable 
speech to which we have listened it is im- 
possible for me to do so without saying 
one or two words on what has fallen from 
the Indian Secretary. The right hon. 
Gentleman has made the most grievous 
confession of failure that I have ever 
heard fall from the lips of a Minister in 
this House. He has said that he, the 
Indian Secretary, does not believe that it 
will ever be possible to popularise the rule 
of England in India. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: I said that, 
do what we like, our Government never 
will be popular in India. 


*Mr. LOUGH : That is the same thing. 
He confessed that he believes it would 
never be possible to make it popular. I 
go the length of saying, with all deference, 
that when the Minister for India makes 
such a confession about his ideas of the 
work of the India Office, the time has 
almost come when he should relinquish 
the high trust which he holds in regard 
to that country. Is not our rule every- 
where based on popular support ? 
And if the Government have come 
to the conclusion that it can never be 
based on popular support in India, surely 
we have arrived at a grave crisis which 
this House ought to consider. But this 
is not the only point in the right hon. 
Gentleman’s speech which should be 
examined. I am sorry to say that 


Lord G. Hamilton. 
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I must charge him with being a 
little uneandid in his main argu- 
ment. He stated that there was no 


new principle introduced in this legis- 
lation. He endeavoured to justify this 
by references to Mr. Gladstone’s 
Treaty with France in 1860. I will 
not follow all the niggling arguments 
which were adduced on that point. I 
venture to say they did not carry con- 
viction to a single mind. The Govern- 
ment ought to be more candid. The 
Government ought to take the responsi- 
bility of its action, and admit that it is 
introducing a grave and novel departure 
in the legislation, at any rate, of India, and 
probably of this country also. The right 
hon. Gentleman endeavoured to justify 
the action of the Government by reference 
to the 5 per cent. import duty which was 
imposed some years «go in India. He 
stated that that was really a protective 
duty. When the right hon. Gentleman 
reflects on his words, I believe he will 
see that that is an unfair description. 
It can only be protective where it applies 
to the importation of articles which are 
produced in India. But this duty applies 
to all imports. It is a fiscal duty, and not 
a protective duty. All that Free Trade de- 
mands is that duties should be imposed for 
revenue purposes and not for the purpose of 
protecting trade. The hon. Member for 
Cardiff complained, and I think very 
justly, that all this action of the Govern- 
ment was stimulated by the Colonial 
Office. That appeared to irritate the 
Secretary of State for India very much. 
But anyone who reads the Blue Book must 
admit that the statement is perfectly 
justified. I would recall the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to what he said on 


that point. He stated that he was 
impressed by the proceedings of the 
3russels Conference, and that imme- 


diately he saw the result of that Con- 
ference he entered into negotiations 
with India. When did the Conference 
take place? In June, 1898, and these 
dilatory proceedings were stretched out 
and nothing occurred till January. Yet 
the right hon. Gentleman wants us to 
believe that the stimulus for the action of 
the Government arose in Brussels in 
June. I will ask permission to refer to 
one or two of these desptaches. He 
stated that he was writing on January 
6th about this Brussels Conference, when 
he chanced to get a communication 
from the Colonial Office which he em- 
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bodied in the letter he was sending. 
Then he used this strong statement : 


“This is the first and all the communications 
from the Colonial Office upon this point.” 


I will ask the right hon. Gentleman to 


refer to page 30- 





LorD 
ceded it. 


G. HAMILTON: That pre- 


*Mr. LOUGH: I am not referring to 
one which preceded it The right hon. 
Gentlemnan said that by chance he re- 
ceived a communication from the Colonial 
Office on the 6th January, and included 
it in the letter. I want him to refer to 
page 30 of the Blue Book, where it 
appears he sent a long telegram 
on the 24th January, in which these 
words oceur: “Secretary of State for the 
Colonies” is “ forwarding a petition in 
favour of countervailing duties.” He is 
of opinion that Mauritius “ is likely to 
be ruined, and requests that the memorial 
may be favourably considered.” This 
was the second communication from the 


Colonial Office—one on the 6th 
January —— 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: It is the 
same. 

*Mr. LOUGH: I beg your pardon. 


Of course it is the same, the Colonial 
Secretary always says the same thing 
until it is carried out. That is the 
feature of him. That is where he differs 
from everybody else in the Ministry. 
My point is that what the Colonial 
Secretary said on the 6th January was, 
“Carry out these duties.” What the 
Indian Secretary said was, ‘We never 
received any compulsion—no hints, no 
inducements—from the Colonial Office 
except on the 6th January.” I produce 
this telegram on the 24th January, which 
shows that as late as that date the 
“What about 
my countervailing duties? Have you 
got them on yet ?” 


*Lorpv G. HAMILTON: The hont| 
Gentleman must really read the Blue | 
Book intelligently. That telegram is a) 
summary of the despatch sent by me. 


*Mr. LOUGH: Quite so; that is my | 
point. If it was a mere hint from the | 
Colonial Secretary, a chance communica- 
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|the Colonial Secretary in it. 


| communication 
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would be no more about it, the Indian 
Secretary would leave his chance com- 
munication to arrive. He states that the 
telegram is a repetition of the whole 
despatch. Nothing of the kind. The 
telegram is bristling with the Colonial 
Office. On the 24th January the Colonial 
Secretary returned to the charge, and 
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said, ‘How about these duties; have 
you tried to put them through?” That 


is not all. On the 24th February we 
have another telegram. (These tele- 
grams are worth the attention of the 
House ; they are really most interesting.) 
It says: “My telegram of the 24th 
January ; desire to know if you propose 
to pass an Act this session imposing 
countervailing duties.” Cannot the House 
trace the hand of the Colonial Secretary 
in this? He gives the order on the 6th 
January ; he repeats it by telegram on 
the 24th January ; he says on the 24th 
February, “I want your answer. Are 
you going to pass these countervailing 
duties?” That wakes up the Govern- 
ment of India. There are no dilatory 
proceedings now. They see the hand of 
On the 
25th February they reply, “ Your tele- 
gram of the 24th February. Sugar 
bounties. We propose to legislate at 
once on American model.” Then there 
is another telegram from the Secretary 
for India: “Sugar duties. Suggested 
legislation approved by Her Majesty’s 
Government.” That ison the lst March. 
I say that a great step in the legislation 
of a country was never taken more 
hurriedly than that. I think I have made 
good the argument of the hon. Member 
for Cardiff that the whole proceedings 
emanated from the Colonial Office. Now, 


'I desire, for my own part, to express in a 


few words my opinion about these trans- 
actions. I consider this to be one of the 
most extraordinary Blue Books ever 
issued by a Government Department. 
We have no reliable statistics, no infor- 
mation. ‘The first six or eight pages are 
filled with a letter from the firm of Begg, 
Dunlop, and Co., which is a mere Pro- 
tectionist argument, such as we constantly 
receive from firms, not only in India, but 
in this country. But why on earth this 
should be set out in a 
Blue Book, on which important legisla- 
‘tion of this kind is based, I cannot 
for. a moment imagine. The Blue 
Book contains no argument whatever 


tion put in with another letter, there | in favour of the strong step taken by the 
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Government, the motive of which I believe 
is the sturdy action of the Colonial Secre- 


tary to which I have referred. The Secre- | 
tary for India stated that the agriculural | 


prosperity of India mainly depended on 


sugar. That is a most extraordinary | 
statement. There are about 250,000,000 


acres in British India, only 2,500,000 of 
which are under sugar cultivation, some 
of which is a very low class of cultiva- 
tion. Therefore I say that sugar is toa very 
slight extent indeed a staple product of 
India. The right hon. Gentleman might 
as well have said that cotton, tea, tobacco, 
ora dozen other articles were staples. The 
fact is that the right hon. Gentleman was 
bound to find arguments, and his whole 
speech is full of efforts to find arguments 
to justify the policy which was inaugurated 
by the Colonial Secretary. I would like 
to consider for a moment the inspiration 
that is at the back of the Colonial Seere- 
tary in this matter. He is thinking of 
what he calls the Colonies. What colo- 
nies? The West Indies and Mauritius. 
These are hardly colonies at all; they 
are not places in which a European 
population can live healthily. They are 
really the most unimportant colonies the 
Empire has, and_ the 
these colonies may be sought at too great 
an expense to the rest of the Empire. 
He has told us that the staple trade 
of the West Indies has suffered 
greatly, and that Mauritius is likely to 
be ruined. I do not understand that 
statement. We have no statistics from 
the Indian Secretary to prove that 
Mauritius has suffered in any respect. 
The exports from Mauritius in 1898 
were larger than in any other year, with 
perhaps one exception. 
tius has suffered in no whatever. 
But suppose it did suffer. 
Secretary appears to think that we can 
enjoy the advantages of a Free Trade 
policy without having any disadvantages 
This is the flaw in the position which 
he takes up in this matter. We 
have to take the good and _ the 
bad both of Free Trade and of Protection, 
and to reject one or the other after 
taking all the circumstances in regard to 
each into consideration. Suppose when 
the Free Trade policy was introduced in 
this country we had had a strong Minister 
like the Colonial Secretary, who would 
look at the matter from the same stand- 
point. Think of all the stories that might 


Mr, Lough. 


way 
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prosperity of | 


Therefore up | 
to the present the sugar trade of Mauri- | 


The Colonial | 
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| have been told of the suffering caused to 
| British agriculture. Did this House 
| pause because British agriculture suffered ? 
No. This House looked at the matter 
broadly, and said, “ We cannot consider 
the interests of a class ; we must consider 
the interests of the whole nation, and 
looking at the interests of the whole 
nation the Free Trade policy is the best 
we can adopt.” I will give one other 
example. Look at how Ireland suffered 
by the introduction of the Free Trade 
policy. The argument of the Indian 
Secretary appears to be that the produe- 
tion of sugar may be destroyed in India, 
Has not the production of flour, meal, 
and, in fact, all the staple products of 
Ireland been destroyed within the last 
50 years? The House has warmed its 
hands at the blaze which has burned up 
all Irish industries ; yet this House has 
gone on steadily in the policy because it 
believed that, on the whole, the policy of 


Free Trade conferred greater benefit 
than it inflicted injury. Take the 


Indian case from the same standpoint. 
| The one argument of the Indian Secretary 
was that these imports are increasing 
rapidly. The meaning of that is that the 
Indian people are welcoming what these 
other countries are sending. Is not that 
the best proof that the Indians want it, 

and that the continuance of this influx of 
| bounty-fed sugar would be a great benefit 
to the general population of India? 
There is a statement in the Blue Book 
|that the poor in India do not consume 
sugar, but I believe that that statement 

will not stand examination. The 
/consumption of sugar is increasing as 
rapidly there—perhaps more rapidly—as 
in most other countries, and the rapid 
growth of these very imports proves that 
|there are a great many people there 
who want it, and that a great blow will 
| be struck at the growing industries of the 
|country by the adoption of the policy 
| which the Government has taken up. A 
| great deal has been said about these 
| bounty-giving countries. We cannot hit 
them ; we cannot touch them ; we cannot 
do them any harm. The only people on 
whom we can lay any burden with regard 
to this legislation is the people of India. 
They want something ; we refuse to give 
itto them. They are building up indus- 
tries in confectionery and so on, just as 
such industries have grown up in this 
country, through cheap sugar. We 
destroy those industries. It has not been 
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denied that cheap sugar confers consider- | 
able benefits, but the argument of the) 
Indian Secretary is that it is an illegiti- | 
mate benefit. But if foreigners are will- | 
ing to do something for us which is | 
favourable to us, why should we not 
take the gifts the gods send? Why be 
too particular in inquiring whether the 
most strictly moral and_ honourable 
principles have been pursued in their pro- 
duction? If we did that in regard to all 
our commerce it would lead us into very 
considerable difficulties. Who made us a | 
ruler or a judge as to what it may suit 
other nations to do? We assume too | 
readily that these bounties are based | 
upon an entirely rotten foundation. I 
once had an opportunity of visiting one of | 
these sugar factories on the Continent, in | 
Russia, and I was greatly interested in it. | 
I was told that this factory was) 
kept by a Pole and a Jew, and that we | 
must walk carefully through the works 
as we might be suspected of being 
spies. We saw production going on 
in every process, and I thought as I. 
walked away from that factory that in | 
the Caledonian Road in the Kast End we 
could buy that sugar at half the price that 
was paid ata village about half a mile from 
that factory. Do these people produce | 
this sugar just for the love of the thing ? 
No, they do it because it pays them | 
and it suits them ; they take the whole | 
transaction broadly, and they find that | 
the giving of these bounties answers their | 
purpose extremely well. Does anybody 
think that they give us this cheap! 
sugar just for the love of us? I for| 
one do not believe it, and I am willing | 
to take the sugar as cheap as they | 
can give it to us, for I assume these 
people know how to manage their own 
business, and the people in Austria, 
Germany, and France also know what 
they are doing. I believe our true policy 
is that which we have followed for forty 


ever advantage these countries offer to 
us without questioning their motives. 
This question cannot end where it stands 
to-day. The step which the Govern- 
ment has taken has been borrowed from 
America. That step is one of the 
greatest moment, for it threatens the 
fiscal policy which we have pursued in 
this country for the last fifty years. 
Why should we go to America for an 
ideal? Have we not our own ideals estab- 
lished by Adam Smith, by Cobden, and by 
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Bright in this House? Had we not many 
stormy debates here before we adopted 
the principle of Free Trade? I was sorry 
to hear the language of the right hon. 
Gentleman when he spoke of the agita- 
tion in India against the policy of the 
Government. Had we not lively debates 
all over England before Free Trade was 
adopted? And why should the people 
of India ve blamed for carrying on 
the same discussion? Such a_ policy 


| deserves to be attacked just as much 


in India as in this country; but 
the point which I desire to make is that 
this policy which is being pursued in 
India cannot stay where it stands to-day. 
Why should we go to America, which is 
a Protectionist country, for any of our 
ideals? We are a Free Trade country, 
and we should stick to a Free Trade 
policy and not allow the good heart of 
the Colonial Secretary to carry us away 


in this matter. If the right hon. 
Gentleman desires to prop up _ the 
industries of these colonies, he can- 
not prop them up by Prctection. He 


must allow the winds of adversity to blow 
about these industries as they blow about 
all industries, and if they cannot stand 


/against them they cannot stand at all. 


The Indian Secretary says that it is a 
great loss for trade to be disturbed from 
its old channels, but I say this is not so. 
It is very often a great gain for it to 
be disturbed, even when it is proceeding 
in legitimate channels. Was not the tea 
trade in China in a legitimate channel for 
that trade to flow in, but does it flow in 
that channel now? No, it flows in India 
and Ceylon now to the benefit of this Em- 
pire, and to the benefit of everybody who 
drinks tea. The policy of the Govern- 
ment is a most fallacious doctrine to lay 
down, for if you draw a ring fence round 
this industry what will be the effect 1 It 
will be that production will decline, bad 
methods of manufacture will be protected, 
and the people will not enjoy those bene- 
fits which they otherwise would enjoy if 
free competition were allowed to play its 
part. I am extremely sorry to see that 
on such extremely flimsy pretexts as are 
laid down in this book, and advanced by 
the Indian Secretary, that such a great 
breach should be made in the Free Trade 
principles of this country. 


*Sir LEWIS McIVER (Edinburgh, 
W.): So far as I have been privileged 
to hear this Debate I have been chiefly 
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struck with the dimsiness of the attack 
on the Government. Without substantial 


basis it has been supported by only the| with an 


most strained special pleading, buttressed 
by the most shadowy arguments, and 
padded out by detached lectures on irre- 
levant subjects. The right hon. Member 
for Wolverhampton gave us three most 
interesting and detached lectures—one on 
the constitution offthe Indian Legislature 
—very attractive, and to me very wel- 
come as an old friend. Then a second, in 
an analysis of the Blue Book. Finally a 
dear old friend, the elementary lecture on 
Free Trade principles. The hon. Member 
for Cardiff followed with a disquisition on 
the shortcomings of the Colonial Secre- 
tary ; a sweet contribution on the “ uses 
of adversity,” or the blessings of foreign 
competition ; and a second edition of the 
Free Trade lecture. But very little from 
either in support of the motion before the 
House. I am not trying to blame the 
right hon. Member for Wolverhampton. 
He is only an instrument fulfilling a con- 


{COMMONS} 
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| zeal of Christians. The vast majority, 
_in both cases, take their creed quietly— 
unmoving and uninquiring 
| acquiescence, rather than with any very 
militant quality of active faith. At 
|one pole you have the doubters and 
|the waverers, at the other are the 

bigots and zealots and fanatics. In the 
economic school these are represented by 
'the dervishes and fakirs of the Cobden 

Club, with whom the identity of two 
‘oblate spheroids, the terrestrial globe 

and Bastiat’s orange—is a postulate, and 
'settles the whole question. I hope the 
| House will understand that I am not 
\referring to the great bulk of the 
'members of the Cobden Club, who take a 
| rational view of Free Trade, but to that 
| self-appointed priesthood which poses as 
ithe club and takes its name in vain— 
' those cotton-gloved ghazisfof Manchester, 
'to whom the blessed word “consumer” 
|is as comforting and conclusive as the 
name of Mesopotamia was to another 
| group of worthy old ladies. To them 
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stitutional rdle, giving the countenance | Free Trade is a Divine revelation, not to 
of the front bench to the motion, and is | be understanded of the vulgar. The words 
too good for the job. The putative, | of its Early Fathers are inspired words— 
the admitted, engineer of the Debate | even including, I suppose, some of their 
is the second speaker and _ lecturer. | still unfulfilled prophecies. The Book of 
It has always seemed to me, Mr. Speaker, | the Law and the exclusive gift of authori- 
that it would make for our comfort, and | tative exposition are in the hands of an 
certainly for the speedier despatch of | inner circle of Lamas, and their extreme 
public business, if the deadly iteration, | interpretations are of universal applica- 
within this Chamber, of a well-known | tion—in all countries, in all cireum- 
elementary lecture on political economy | stances, and in all times. This is esoteric 
—certain familiar parts of which we have | Free Trade, which, logically translated 
had over again to-night—were invariably | into workaday life, would mean very little 
to be ruled out of order from your chair. | trade and practically no freedom. But all 
It has been printed so often in Hansard— | this is as far removed from the business 
not to mention the local papers—that we | Free ‘Trade notions of the general 
might with advantage have a Sessional | public in this country as is the theoretic 
Order to the effect that a copy of it be| Buddhism of Lhassa from the working 
laid upon the Table. We all know it by | religion of the Singalese coolie or the 





heart. To the original lecture itself— 
the venerable classic of fifty years’ stand- 
ing—I take no objection. It is all true, 
none of it is new, and a good deal of it 
doesn’t signify. But of the modern emen- 
dations and glosses without authority—the 
amateur and discordant variations inter- 
polated in the old score—this can hardly 
be said. They may be new, but they are 
rarely true. In practical politics these 
performances are either out of date 
or out of tune. They are not wanted. 
We are all Free Traders to-day, and 
don’t need converting. 
is a gamut of degree in the fervour 
of Free Traders. So there is in the 


Sir Lewis McIver, 


Of course there | 


| Burman boatman ; and this separation— 
|this growing divergence between the 
|preachers and the people, between 
‘clerics and the laity—is fraught with 
danger to the Free Trade connection. _ It 
| creates a situation pregnant with schism 
‘and revolt. Theoretically, with the 
| Buddhist, to destroy life is a crime ; 
|ergo, all good Buddhists must be vege- 
| tarians. And are they ? Not much. 
They don’t kill cows ; but they keep a 
Mohammedan butcher in nearly every 
village, and the simple-minded Burman 1s 
a connoisseur of beefsteaks. Buddhism 
|is still the creed of Ceylon and Burma— 
| because it suits the people, I suppose. 
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But if the attempt were made to force the 
extreme theory of the creed into prac- 
tice, there would be more trouble in 
Burma than we have ever yet en- 
countered in that difficult country. 
And that is precisely the sort of result I 
fear from the aggressive assertion of that 
extreme purism of which the right hon. 
Member is the mouthpiece to-day. Asa 
sincere Free Trader, I am more afraid of 
the mulish indiscretions of the doctrinaire 
Free Trader than of the argiments of the 
professed Protectionist. I am _ satisfied 
that at this moment in the blind zeal of 
the Free Trade fanatic lies more danger 
to the continuity of our national economic 
policy than in all outside attack from 
whatever direction. This country is a 
Free Trade country. Its inhabitants are 
mostly professed Free Traders. Just as 
this is a Christian country and_ its 
inhabitants are mostly professed Pro- 
testants—and for much the same reason 
in both cases. We are mostly Protestants 
and Free Traders because our fathers 
were. The majority have never inquired 
much further in either case, but from their 
childhood have accepted both conditions 
contentedly. But of those who have even 
superficially studied the economic ques- 
tion, who have examined the grounds of 
the faith that is in them, nine out of ten 
would say that they are Free Traders be 
cause they recognise that Free Trade has 
done wonders for this country in the past, 
that Free Trade is probably doing pretty 
well for this country in the present, and 
because they hope it may continue to 
satisfy our wants in the future. They 
like things cheap, if they are not also 
nasty. They dislike Customs worries 

and, on the whole, it might be a danger- 
ous thing to get tinkering with good old 
Free Trade. That, I take it, is about the 
average view. It is a_ practical and 
strictly mundane view, and very remote 
from the sacrosanct aspect which the 
Manchester Mahatma 

insists on presenting. The average 
Britisher does not take his Free 
Trade as a Divine revelation, or even 
credit its doctrines with the permanent 
infallibility of a mathematical truth. No, 
Sir, we accept Free Trade for ourselves 
ina sober, businesslike spirit, because, on 
balance, it profits the nation, and for 
30 long as it profits the nation. 
I repeat, it is this arrogant intolerance 
that jeopardises the fair fame of Free 
Trade, and gives a handle to the prophets 
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of Protection. It is speech and action 
like that of to-day that gives real Free 
Traders cause for new alarm ; and already 
we have sufficient ground for disquietude. 
The House must remember that, although 
the vast majority of people in this country 
accept our Free Trade system as the best 
on balance for this country, there have 
been, from time to time—there are to-day 
parts of the country and communities 
in the country who, for special reasons, 
do not accept the validity of Free Trade 
claims with anything like whole-soule«l 
enthusiasm.  Ronghly speaking, 
general view of Free Trade is the free 
exchange of commodities at natural 
prices; but the bounty system is a direct 
and violation of that view, and 
should be met in the gate. I may be tol 
that foreign tariffs are a violation of 
Free Trade. Well, Mr. Speaker, so they 
are; but that is another story. Primarily 
a tariff is a fiscal matter, and each country 
is surely entitled to say how it shall rais: 
its necessary revenue. It is exclusively 
a Government matter, and the legitimate 
business of a Government. On the other 
hand, first and last, a bounty is a trade 
matter, and means that a Government, 
departing from its primary and, as I view 
it, legitimate, attitude, gives its support 
and its money to bolster up a particular 
trade in competition with the trade of 
other countries. That, according to my 
view, is not a justifiable attitude for a 
Government. And what we contend is 
that the Government of a country which 
believes in, and adheres to, Free Trade 
principles, is hound to take the strongest 
available measures to neutralise the etfect 
of this illegitimate interference with Fre¢ 
Trade. The hostile tariffs of foreign 
nations are their affair, their bounties are 
very largely our affair. Let them protect 
their interests as much as they like 
within their own territories; in most 
cases we still can tackle them and beat 
them even then; and unless the hon. 
Member for Cardiff has his way, we shall 
continue to be able to stick to Free Trade 
and free imports. But when foreign 
countries transfer their action to inside 
our borders, when they  insidiously 
attack our beloved doctrines on our own 
ground, and so shake the faith of the 
waverers, we are bound to strike back, if 
only to stiffen the backs of our own 
weaker brethren. I submit, Sir, that the 
bounty question is not an aspect of legiti- 
mate ivade any more than Greek fi 
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explosive builets are debatable subjects in 
the science of legitimate warfare. It be- 
longs rather to the class of such questions 
as slave trading and piracy. It is an evil 
thing and an outrage which all honest 
nations should combine to suppress, to 
attack tooth and nail, to stamp out 


Indian Tarifj 


ruthlessly. I maintain that not merely 
in their interests, but in defence of 
Free Trade, we, as a Free ‘Trade 


nation, should treat a bounty pirate as 
an honest citizen would treat an armed 
burglar in his bedroom—as an honest 
farmer would treat a dog addicted to 
sheep-worrying—shoot on sight, and ask 
questions afterwards. But, Sir, it is a 
notorious fact that the bounties which 
the so-called Free Traders are so anxious 
to maintain—so determined shall be un- 
touched—-are on their last legs. We 
know that most of the bounty-giving 
countries are sick of the ghastly, futile 
expenditure which has only led to an un- 
natural over-production, that they would 
welcome any tangible excuse for giving 
them up; and that, any such excuse once 
given, the other bounty-giving countries 
would have to fall into line—would have 
to follow suit. Everybody except Pro- 
tectionists of this or that industry 
denounces bounties. What keeps them 
going still? One thing and one thing 
alone—the virginal prudery of the Cobden 
Club. That, Mr. Speaker, is how extremes 
meet. In the speech of the hon. 
Member Free Trade and _ Protection 
are for the first time running in double 
harness. In order to protect some 
sugar importers in India—or, if you trans- 
fer the matter home, in order to protect 
and increase the profits of certain con- 
fectionery and jam industries in this 
country—it is desirable that the bounty 
system should be maintained. I do not 
say that that is his object ; but that is 
what practically he is advocating. I do 
not say the hon. Member is consciously a 
Protectionist. I do not suggest that evil 
communications on that bench below the 
gangway have so far corrupted the purity 
of his creed—but, all the same, he is fight- 
ing the Protectionist battle. Does he 
approve of bounties? Are they consis- 
tent with his Free Tradecreed? Does he 
desire their maintenance? Well, but 
what is he doing? He knows they are 
the most flagrant outrage on Free Trade, 
and he knows that one word from this 
(sovernment—the mere threat of counter 
vailing duties—would put an end to 
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bounties without one sixpence of the 
countervailing duty even being collected, 
and yet he forbids that word being 
spoken. ‘ Under which king, Bezonian?” 
Is that a blow for Free ‘Trade, or for 
Protection? Whatever the intentions or 
the beliefs of the hon. Member may be, 
the whole body of support which he and 
his doctrinaire associates have behind them 
in this country on this question is a Pro- 
tectionist agitation. ‘The only represen- 
tations fromoutside which Members of this 
House have received on the subject have 
heen appeals to do nothing to interfere 
with bounties, because they bolster a 
particular trade. And we practical Free 
Traders—the real Free Traders-—in 
defending Free Trade, in seeking to 
strike a blow for Free Trade principles, 
and to get rid of the shackles on Free 
Trade imposed by this piratical bounty 
system. find ourselves confronted, not as 
usual by the right hon. Member for 
Thanet and the hon. and gallant Member 
for Sheffield, but by the hon. Member for 
Cardiff. Sir, if the views for which I have 
been contending be true, viz., that, if our 
economic policy is to be maintained on 
its present sound and profitable lines, 
that desirable end can only be secured 


by the frank recognition of the 
present danger in which it stands, 


owing to the heretical extravagances of 
the zealots, by the recognition of the fact 
that in our national business Free Trade 
isa commercial, not an academic, policy, 
and is to be guided by practical principles, 
not by purblind pedantry—lI say, if that 
view is of force when stated generally, 
and as applied to the United Kingdom 
and to our Crown colonies, it is doubly 
and trebly true when applied to India 
When it comes to dealing with India, its 
revenue, its interests, its welfare, the 
House has to remember that we are deal- 
ing, not with our own property but with 
one for which we are trustees; and as 
the House knows, the action of trustees is 
very properly subject to strict limitations. 
We cannot deal with the property of our 
cestui. que trusts as fancy dictates. We 
cannot sell it out at pleasure, and reinvest 
it in wild-cat stock, like -Cobden Club 
debentures. In our trusteeship for 
India we are bound by equitable consider- 
ations, by obligations of honour, and by 
the solemn and formal declarations of the 
proclamation of 1859—so often repeated 
and expanded—to govern India for the 
Indians, in the interests of India, and, 80 
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far as possible, in harmony with the 
ideas of the people of India. With re- 
ard to the interests of the people of 
India, this House must recollect that the 
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| women, and children in another locality 


have been employed in making jam and 
confectionery. It is something, but it 
doesn’t prove the whole case, to my mind, 


revenue of India is not the revenue of | and it certainly seems a trifle hard on the 


this country. It belongs to the people of | 
India, to be employed for their benefit | 
according to the judgment of experts on | 
the spot. We have been informed to- | 
day that the sugar bounty system is | 
injuring the revenue of India. The dif- | 
ferent ways in which this happens, and 
the extent to which it happens, has been 
told to us in full and authoritative detail | 
by the noble Lord who sits below me. | 
For my part, | am content to take the | 
fact on authority. Whether the loss is 
chiefly by direct injury to certain trades, 
or by the cultivation of sugar proving un- 
profitable, with the consequence that land 
falls out of cultivation, the fact remains 
that there is a loss of revenue and pri- 
marily, let me say, a loss of land revenue ; | 
and the extent of the area thus thrown 
out of cultivation is a detail. If a single 
acre has fallen out of cultivation from 


this unholy cause, we, as_ trustees 
for India, are bound to see to it. | 
And for this reason: there is a loss of | 


land revenue ; that loss has to be made 
up, and by whom? By some other | 
wretched cultivator who has already only | 
a thin paper partition between himself | 
and starvation— 


“ His life is a long-drawn question 
Betwixt a crop and a crop,” 


and it is our business to see that the | 


| new 
| the necessity for any new taxation? Has 


| With 


first group. But, can the hon. Member 
point to any similar compensation in 
India? Have the sugar bounties in- 
creased the manufacture of lollipops in 
India? Have they led to any new source 
of revenue? Have they encouraged any 
cultivation? Have they removed 


the hon. Member been able to show that, 


|in any one respect, the sugar bounties 


have benefited India, or that the action of 


the Government of India in this matter 
|is not in the interests of the people of 


India, and therefore in redemption of our 
national pledge to that people? So 
much, then, for the interests of India. 
regard to our Government 
in India being in harmony with Indian 
ideas, in harniony with what, so far as 
can be ascertained, are the wishes of the 
people of India, the hon. Member for 
Cardiff has been posing this afternoon as 
the Voice of India—the fog-horn of mute 
millions—and has modestly suggested 


| that, in his opinion, the opinion of the 


people of India is necessarily his opinion ; 
or, conversely, his opinion is necessarily 
the opinion of the people of India. He 
claimed recently in public to be a devout 
reader of newspapers, and asa result of 
his reading—not a direct result, but after 
some unknown process of assimilation—he 


question is not made more difficult for | has arrived at a concrete Indian public 
him to solve than is avoidable. Again, I | opinion opposed to the action of the 
will not deal with sugar refining in India, | Government of India. How far it is an 
for with that also the Secretary of State | authorised version of public opinion the 
hasdealt. It isa young industry, and the | House must judge for itself. I will offer 
hon. Member for Cardiff will probablycom- | the House some material for judging. 
fort himself with the reflection that babies | There are in India 586 newspapers and 
generally die quite easily and painlessly. | periodicals, English and vernacular. How 
In the same way he is, naturally, too | many of these has the hon. Member, after 





humane a man to derive any pleasure | 
from the death-struggles of that industry 
even in this country. He has possibly 
consoled himself for the sufferings and 
losses of the sugar refiners and their work- 
men and their families with statistics 
proving that those losses have meant 
gain to other people. We all know 
those erusted old figures by heart. 
It is pointed out triumphantly that if so 
many thousand odd men in a particular 
locality were thrown out of work at sugar 
tefining, so many more thousand—pro- 
bably three or four times as many—men, 





weeks of inquiry, been able to press 
into his service? What is the real 
fact about the Indian Press? Probably 
never in the history of that Press has 
there been so marvellous a case of whole- 
souled, passionate unanimity in favour 
of a measure ; and European and native 
papers have vied with one another in 
extolling its wisdom and justice—its 
necessity, its statesmanship. From the 
Pioneer and the Englishman, from the 
Madras Mail and notably from the Bom- 
bay Gazette, the Hindoo Patriot, the Amrita 
Bazaar Patrika, and all the established 
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and reputable Press there is but one voice. 
I do not say that is conclusive of Indian 
opinion ; but it is a more than average 
indication. There are in India 757 
municipal councils, containing a large 
representative clement of natives, elected 
by popular suffrage. There are 730 dis- 
trict or county councils, similarly 
equipped. ‘There are seven legislative 
councils, where the flower of native 
intellect and ability find seats. From 
which of these bodies — representative 
and elective as most of them are—does 
the hon. Member produce, I will not say 
a memorial or a petition, but even a 
single word of protest against the action 
of the Government of India? Then there 
is that august body the Indian Congress, 
which discusses Imperial problems with 
as much avidity, and as little knowledge, 
as certain county councils that we wot of. 
Has the Indian Congress been stirred to 
its depths ? Has it rushed to the support 
of the hon. Member ? I don't know that 
the Government of India would have 
been much dismayed if it had; but, as a 
matter of fact, nothing of the sort has 
happened. Then, Sir, we must take it-from 
the hon. Member for Cardiff that the ex- 
isting outlets forthescntiments of the mute 
millions are, according to the hon. Mem- 
ber for Cardiff, a negligable quantity ; 
neither the native Press nor the native 
representatives are to be counted. Well, 
Sir, we must turn to the European resi- 
dents in India not connected with the 
Government. The hon. Member puts out 
of court those who are interested in sugar 
refining; they are damned by their 
private, selfish interests. Well, I don’t 
mind ; but then, to make things equal, we 
must in the same way damn the other 
group of selfish interests, the sugar im- 
porters of Bombay and Kurrachee, who 
are the hon. Member's sole clients. They 
are the whole question, according to the 
hon Member. ‘They are the voice of 
India. They are Free Trade. The logic 
is perfect. One group of the native 
refiners is not to be heard because it has 
selfish interests. ‘The other—a handful 
of European merchants—are the voice of 
India, because they have selfish interests. 
No; I think the two groups will have to 
be paired—the sugar importers with the 
sugar refiners ; andexit the voice of India. 
Leaving out sugar refiners and sugar im- 


porters, you have a whole mass of 
non-official Anglo-Indian opinion — pas- 
sionately in tavour oi the measure. 


Sir Lewis McIver. 
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| There is yet another recognised voice of 
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\India. To my mind, the truest and 
most indisputable representatives of the 
interests of the people of India are the 
executive officers of the administration of 
India—the District Officers of all the 
services and all the departments, who 
pass their lives among the people, and 
who know their needs and wants better 
than anyone else does. I do not say that 
the Indian civilian is devoid of prejudice 
on this or that subject, that he may not 
have a fad about revenue settlement or a 
theory about cholera germs; but in a 
question of this sort, as to what are the 
wishes or interests of the people of India, 
the Indian official is not only the best, 
the most trustworthy, but the only real 
authority, and, almost to a man, the 
District Officers have approved of the 
measure. Lastly, you have the respon- 
sible Government of India, commanding, 
at first hand, every channel of informa- 
tion and competent advice, deliberately 
introducing this measure, supported by 
the whole mass of Indian opinion, official 


and non-official, British and native, 
by the entire Press, English and 
vernacular; and against ali this, as 


representing the voice of India, you have 
the hon. Member for Cardiff supported by 
the Peculiar People section of the Cobden 
Club and a handful of sugar importers in 
Bombay. As the House will recognise, 
long as I have been, with many of the 
cogent Indian arguments germane to the 
Government case | have not dealt at all 
The 3,000,0GO acres under sugar cane 
whose cultivation is in peril ; the millions 
of palm trees in southern India exporting 
half a million ewts. of sugar annually, 


whose usefulness may disappear; the 
scores or hundreds of native refineries 
closed or closing; the loss of land 


revenue ; the interests of some hundred 
thousands of natives of India, fellow sub 
jects who earn their living in Mauritius— 
with none of these have [| dealt. My 
object has been, first, a Free 
Trader, to protest against the heresies 
promulgated by the right hon. Gentle 
men, and publicly to dissociate myself 
| froma sort of literary forgery which seeks 
to father on Richard Cobden a pernicious 
‘dogma for which nothing in his works 
| written or spoken, affords a sanction 
|Secondly, to disavow the childish 
doctrine, which the world’s experiente 
disproves, that what has been, and | 
hope will continue to be, good for this 
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country would have been, or necessarily 
is, good for other countries differently 
circumstanced. And, thirdly, to protest 
against a wanton trifling with the 
interests of India and its 300 millions 
of people—whose trustees we are—in 
deference to the extravagant theories of 
a handful of doctrinaires in this country. 
Finally, | would invite the House to take 
stock of the hollowness and the unreality 
of the attack on the Government, of the 
irrelevance of the arguments employed, 
to the real.ground and cause of this 
onslaught. I ask the House to realise 
seriously that ail these proposals have 
been presented to it, that this much- 
laboured controversy, this long-advertised 
Debate, has been thrust upon it, not 
because sacred doctrines are in danger, 
not because the interests of India are 
imperiled, but because the hon. Member 
for Cardiff, like the President of the 
Transvaal, does not care much for the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies. 


Mr. W. H. HOLLAND: I should like 
to express my delight with the poetry 
and imagination of the previous speaker 
(Sir L. McIver), but I am sorry to say 
that I cannot agree with the fiscal views 
which he expressed. I feel as though I 
amin a unique pusition in the House in 
regard to this question, because it hap- 
pened to be my lot during the last few 
months to pass through a bye election, 
and in my address I specifically alluded 
to the question of countervailing duties, 
and to an Imperial Zolverein, and I de- 
clared myself in favour of Free Trade, 
on the ground that I believe it to be the 
best policy to pursue, entirely inde- 
pendent of any course any other nation 
might undertake, and I am against an 
Imperial Zolyerein and countervailing 
duties. These views were endorsed by 
my constituents by a large majority; 
therefore, | think I have a mandate from 
them to support the views I gave ex- 
pression to during the campaign. I 
observe that the Secretary of State for 
India claimed that, as the House of 
Commons had never challenged the in- 
structions to the Berlin Conference, they 
might be taken as approving those in- 
structions. I do not see why the House 
should have been expected to disapprove 
of them, for those instructions expressly 
disclaimed all idea of imposition of 
countervailing duties. I also respectfully 
demur to the statement of the Secretary 
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of State for India that Free Trade seeks 
'as its chief object to secure equality of 
| opportunity to traders if opportunities 
| were equally bad. It did not seek to secure 
equality of opportunity, but it seeks to 
secure it under most favourable condi- 
tions, and we, the Free ‘I'raders, believe 
that those conditions are most favourable 
| which are most free. I noticed that the 
Secretary of State for India thought it 
worth his while to criticise duties that 
were imposed by his predecessor at the 
India Office. He did so on the ground 
that they were protective in character, 
but he seemed to overlook entirely the 
fact that such duties as would otherwise 
be protective in their character were 
countervailed by the Excise, and therefore 
could not be described as protective. I 
do not think that it hes in the mouth of 
the Secretary of State for India to twit 
his predecessor in regard to these duties, 
because we who come from Lancashire 
| recollect very well that on the eve of the 
last General Election a removal of these 
duties was promised, and directly the 
election was over the Secretary for India 
went out of his way to justify the action 
which his predecessor had taken with regard 
tothem. I think he may be excused for 
expressing his views somewhat strongly 
in regard to these duties, because he was 


{ 
| 





victimised at the last General Election, 


because it was by standing by the then 
Secretary of State for India and voting 
for him that he suffered at the General 
Election. I think it was alittle unreason- 
able on the part of the Secretary of State 
to denounce the Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce for sticking to its principles of 
Free Trade. The Sceretary of State for 


India considered that the Manchester 
Chamber of Commerce ought to be 


ashamed of itself for passing the resolu- 
tion it did the other day. Well, I have 
read this resolution very carefu ly, and I 
was present at the meeting, and that reso- 
lution was so entirely in harmony with 
the policy of the Manchester Chamber of 
Commerce that I do not think that 
Chamber had anything whatever to be 
ashamed of. Indeed, I noticed that it 
was supported by Conservatives as well as 
Liberals. I feel that those on the Liberal 
benches, at any rate, need not concern 
themselves to defend the question of the 
giving of bounties, because, for the most 
part, they would never attempt to give 
them, holding that all bounties are bad in 


principle. We in this country, and our 
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fellow subjects in India, have been recipi- 
ents of the advantages of bounties, and it 
is not the recipients whose province it is 
to complain, it is the men who 
pay the bounties who ought to complain; 
and it is no wonder that the countries at 
this time who have saddled themselves 
with these bounties are now groaning 
under the burden. Bounties are admitted 
to be blunders, and hence we find that 
Germany, Austria, Belgium, and Holland 
are all willing to abolish them if France 
will do the same. In the case of France, 
although she is unwilling to abolish them, 
we find she is reducing them. I find in 
the report lately issued that the bounties 
on exports were reduced in 1898 to the 
extent of 30 per cent. That reduction 
was not made for the purpose of 
pleasing us, but because the authori- 
ties of France recognise that these 
bounties are an evil to themselves. 
When these bounty-giving nations realise 
the very great burdens they are imposing 
on themselves I think then, and not till 
then, they will abandon them. It was 
clearly recognised at the Brussels Con- 
ference that the bounty system was an 
evil. What did our Commissioners say 
in their report on the Conference? They 
said, “ The bounty system is now felt to 
press heavily on the economical resources 
of those States which have recourse to it.” 
Accordingly, without the help of counter- 
vailing duties, I think it is quite clear 
that the attention of these nations has 
been called to the bounty system in a 
very effective way, and that being so it is 
not likely to last very much longer. 
What would be the attitude of the iron 
and steel industries if foreign countries 
turned their attention to them and ex- 
tended bounties tothem? That is not in 
the least likely, because it would be a 
great deal too expensive. The amount 
already contributed in the case of sugar 
by these countries is large, but in such 


important industries as that of iron and | 


steel the amount would be unsupportable 


indeed. I think it is hard for us to wax 
indignant about bounties when our | 


working classes benefit by them to the | 
extent of 2? millions a year, and) 
while a cottager here can get his sugar | 
at 2d. or 23d. 
France has to pay 6d. 
the Blue Book which has recently been | 
published has entirely failed to justify the | 
proposal of the Government. The words | 
of Sir James Westland which were quoted | 


Mr. W. H. Holland. 
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by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Wolverhampton—‘“ I am proposing to 
open an entirely new chapter in our fiscal 
history ”—practically amount to a fiscal 
revolution, and I think the House will 
agree that the onus probaundi lies at least 
with those making this proposal. Has a 
good case been made out in the opinion 
of this House? In my opinion there never 
was sucha flimsy case. If these counter- 


vailing duties had been demanded 
evidently and clearly by the public 


opinion of India I am bound to say I 
should have hesitated before I said a 
word against them. But nearly every 
page in the Blue Book shows exactly the 
contrary. The Blue Book testifies that 
this policy was hatched in the Colonial 
Office and forced upon India. The official 
mind in India knew what was the opinion 
of the India Office, and it would be very 
hard indeed to expect, an official called 
upon to report to run counter to the 
expressed opinion of the India Office. I 
think it is clear from a perusal of the 
Blue Book that opinion in India on 
the present occasion is a manufactured 
opinion, and there is nothing easier than 
to manufacture opinion in favour of Pro- 
tection. Once admit that you are pre 
pared to open the door for the protection 
of an industry, and it is the easiest thing 
in the world to make out a case for it. 
It is easy in India, and it would be 
easy in this country. India is all the 
more ready to embark on a policy of 
retaliation with a light heart, for, unlike 
this country, she knows nothing of that 
long and bitter struggle which took place 
fifty years ago, and which resulted in the 
triumph of Free Trade principles. Those 
who will benefit by these countervailing 
duties are comparatively few in number, 
and are more or less organised, and to 
are able to make their 
voices heard. But, on the contrary, those 
who will be penalised by them are the 
masses of the people, whose voices are 
dumb, but who are nevertheless entitled 
to have their views given expression to in 
this House. Every Member of the House 
who knows anything of the industries of 
India knows there are many industries in 
which sugar stands in the relation of raw 
material, ‘and it is an axiom of the success 
ful trader that he must be able to buy 
| his raw material in the cheapest market. 
Is this policy entirely fair to other 
industries of India? Sugar is not the 
most important crop in ‘India by any 
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means, and one would imagine that a 
sense of proportion would give increased 
prominence to other crops. Nor has the 
sugar industry suffered the most. We 
find that the acreage under pulse has 
declined by 7} per cent., and is cultivated 
over 78,000,000 acres. Rice has reduced 
4 per cent., oilseed 18 per cent., wheat 
12} per cent., and sugar only 10. per 
cent., so that there are other crops in 
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which there has been a more. serious 
diminution of acreage that in the 
case of sugar. We are told that 


the refiner in India wants protection, 
but what manufacturer does not want 
protection if he can getit? But whether 
he needs protection is a much more 
pertinent question. We have a report in 
the Blue Book from the North-West 
Provinces which states that the average 
profit of sugar refiners has been 10 per 
cent. I am quite sure there are a good 
many cotton mills in Bombay who do not 
earn 10 per cent. over a series of years. 
Other industries can be found in which 
the need is greater than the need of the 
sugar refiners, In the opinion of many 
people it would be ten thousand times 
better for sugar refiners to improve their 
methods, both as regards appliances and 
the quality of the cane itself, rather than 
to rely on the advantage of counter- 
vailing duties. In France very greatly 
improved machinery has been adopted 
during the last ten years. From a return 
furnished a short time ago I find that in 
sixteen years the number of factories in 
France has been reduced by 29 per cent., 
the number of workers in French re- 
fineries by 25 per cent., less beet is 
used and rather less coal, and yet not- 
withstanding the diminution in all these 
respects more sugar is being turned out 
every year. The Indian refiners have 
already the advantage of a protection of 
5 per cent. imposed as import duty. They 


have that protection against Mauritius 


and Europe, but they are not satisfied 
with that advantage. After an extended 
experience I have never found a pro- 
tected industry to be satisfied with 
the amount of protection it obtained. 
The levying of countervailing duties will 
yield very little indeed to the Indian 
revenue, but the consumer will be heavily 
penalised, because it is not unreasonable to 
expect an enhancement not only in the 
price of sugar in India but also in the 
price of other productions. It is also 


sought to justify these countervailing | 
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duties beéause of the condition of 
Mauritius. But I think that the case of 
Mauritius was completely given away by 
the Report issued a short time ago, which 
showed that there was no injury inflicted 
on the sugar refining industry, but that 
on the contrary the exports into India 
were greater in weight during the eleven 
months ending December, 1898, than ever 
they had been before during any preceding 
twelve months. And in point of value 
that year was one of the best Mauritius 
ever had. I notice that Mauritius asks 
not only for the advantages of the 
countervailing duties, but also for the 
remission of the 5 per cent. customs 
duty. That only shows that Mauritius, 
like the rest of us, naturally wants to 
have as much as it can get. The counter- 
vailing duties are really not in the interest 
of Free Trade. I notice they are very 
strongly supported by the hon. Member 
for Central Sheffield. I do not think that 
is a very strong argument that they are 
favourable to Free Trade, because I am 
quite sure the hon. Member is not a great 
lover of Free Trade. Import duties must 
be for revenue or protection. These duties 
cannot be for revenue—because the amount 
is small, and the Indian Revenue does not 
need assistance at present—but they are 
for protection. Countervailing duties are 
as far removed from Free Trade as it is 
possible for any duty to be, and their 
effect is exactly opposite to the effect 
looked for in Free Trade. Their effect 
will be to restrict international trade, and 
to raise prices to the consumer, evils 
which, in the first instance, Free Trade 
was designed to combat. I think we 
will all agree that if we restrict inter- 
national trade we will be impairing inter- 
national goodwill, and to that extent we 
will be undoing the work now in progress 
at the Hague, which, we trust, will be 
beneficent in its result. By the passing 
of such legislation we are inflicting a 
lasting injury on Free Trade, because it 
suggests to Protectionist countries that 
there is something inherently weak in 
Free Trade which can only be combated 
by countervailing duties, and we thereby 
postpone the adoption of Free Trade else- 
where. I think the policy of retaliation 
which is now recommended by the Govern- 
ment is childish in the extreme. I deny 
that by any such legislation we can help 
Free Trade. I think, on the contrary, 
Free Trade is helped much more really 
by the spectacle of a great and prosperous 
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people —the greatest trading nation in the 
world—standing unflinchingly by Free 
Trade as by a sheet anchor; a nation 
increasing the number of its works, and 
paying better wages to its workers. That 
is a spectacle which is likely to be an 
object lesson to other nations of the 
earth, and which must ultimately have 
etfect. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) : I had 
given notice of an Amendment to the 
Motion of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Wolverhampton to the effect 
that— 

“In the interests of India and of Free Trade 
throughout the world this [louse approves of 
the Indian Tariff Act, 1899,” 


but in deference to the request of my 
noble friend the Secretary of State for 
India I do not move it. 
Speaking in support of a direct negative, 
I hope, however, to be able to show that 
this Taiff Act is not only in the interests 
of Indja bat also of Free Trade. I will 
begin by saying that I am a thorough 
supporter of Free Trade in its widest 
sense. With Ruskin I would like to see 
trade amongst the nations as frank and 
free as honesty and the sea winds can 
make it, and [also accept his definition of 
Protection, that (among other pernicious 
functions) it endeavours to enable 
one country to compete with another 
in the production of an article ai 
«a disadvantage. Now in the pro 
duetion of sugar the radical question 
at present is whether European counties 
with beet for the source of production or 
tropical countries with cane can produce 
sugar better or cheaper. On this ground 
there need be no dubiety whatever. 
Statistics show that the advantage is 
altogether with the tropical countries. 
Mr. Martinean, who gives a series ef 


tables of 


propose to 


stacusccs 


very exhaustive 
in connection with sugar manufac- 
ture, has come to the conclusion 


that, speaking generally, the production 
of beet sugar in Europe costs consider 
ably more than £10 per ton, and of cane 
considerably less than £9 per ton, 
and it should be remembered that 
beet sugar has been enormously sub- 
sidised by State protection, ingeniously 
employed so as to diminish the cost of 
production, while cane sugar has been 
subjected to the benumbing influence of 
a system which has repelled capital, 


Mr. W. H. Holland. 
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because no capitalist will invest money in 
I b 

the production of cane sugar when 


bounties may crush the industry out 
altogether. Speaking generally, there- 


fore, if a Free Trade and natural policy 
prevailed, tropical countries — would 
send to Europe their supplies of sugar 
and receive in return manufactured 
articles which Europe is much better able 
to supply. Under these circumstances 
the general supporters of Free Trade 
would say of sugar, as Cobden said of 
corn : 

“We do not seek Free Trade for sugar 
primarily beeause we wish to obtain it at a 
cheaper money value, but because we require 
it at the natural price of the world’s markets.” 


This, then, is the general aspect of the 
question from the genuine Free Trade 
point of view. But several countries of 
Europe, notably France and Germany, 
have entered upon a gigantic system of 
protection, fostering sugar by enormous 
subsidies at the expense of their other 
industries ; taking large tracts of culti- 
vated land in Europe which might be 
much better applied to other purposes, 
and rendering desolate and uncultivated 
vast tracts in the tropics which are much 
better fitted for its production. But it 
may be asked what advantage has the 
British Empire derived from _ this 
protection, maintained at so much cost 
and sacrifice by Continental countries. 
The only advantage that can certainly be 
asserted is that we have got cheaper sugar. 
The assertion that the jam and contec- 
tionery trades have been created by it is 
a gross exaggeration. The disadvantages 
not at first apparent more than counter- 
balances any advantage that may be 
obtained. It has supplanted a great deal 
of our more nutritious products, and it has 
almost destroyed the sugar industry of the 
West Indies ; the sugar refining industry 
and manufacture of sugar refining ma- 
chinery in this country. Upona large body 
of working men throughout the country— 
in London, Liverpool, and Bristol, and 
particularly in Greenock, the chief centre 
of the sugar refining industry—it has 
acted with a peculiarly baneful. effect. 
No other country in the world would have 
stood quietly by and seen its flourishing 
colonies and successful industries crushed 
out by an iniquitous system of proteztion 
when it had the means ready at hand to 
prevent it. The same process has begun 
in India, and the very same arguments 
and assertions are being applied to India 
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as were applied in connection with the 
West Indies for more than twenty years, 
until they were proved to be utterly 
fallacious and misleading by the inexorable 
logic of disastrous experience. Now, let us 
examine the case of India in the light 
of this experience. The sugar industry 
of India is one of its most prominent 
and profitable industries. It covers three 
million acres, and in the language of the 


natives is to other tillage as the 
elephant is to other beasts. It em- 


ploys two millions of inhabitants, and 
its annual produce is worth £20,000,000. 
This industry has been subjected to the 
baneful competition of protected sugar. 
In the year 1892-3 the importation of beet 
sugar amounted to about 285,000 ewts., 
and for the nine months ending Deeember, 
1897, it had increased to about 1,041,000 
ewts., about four times that amount. And 
supposing the production of sugar in the 
Kast Indies were rendered as difficult as 
it has been in the West Indies, a very 
important industry would be crushed out 
of the country altogether. But the 
Government of India has wisely deter- 
mined not te look quietly on, like the 
mother country, but has restored the bal- 
ance to Free Trade by the simple ex- 
pedient of imposing countervailing duties, 
In this country there are two classes who 
oppose countervailing duties The first 
class recognise the justice of countervail- 
ing duties, but they fear they will not stop 
until they end in a system of Protection 
altogether. But they may be assured 
that the principles of Free Trade are so 
thoroughly understood in this country 
that countervailing duties will not 
be pressed further than is necessary to 
restore an absolutely just balance. The 
other class believe that bounties benefit 
this country, and that it does not matter 
for anything else. Their sentiment. is, 
“Perish the Indies, East and West, as 
long as we have cheaper sugar and more 
abundant confections.” But the policy of 
countervailing duties is steadily commend- 
ing itself to the common sense of this coun- 
try. Ten years ago people would have been 
considered rank Protectionists who men- 
tioned countervailing duties. Now, I am 
pleased to thik, not only the Chamber of 
Commerce of Glasgow, but those of Lon- 
don, Liverpool, and other towns have 
stated clearly and distinetly that they 
are in favour of countervailing duties, in 
order to give this country a fair field and 
no favour. 


{15 JUNE 1889} 


As a member of the Glasgow | 


Act, 1899. 1278 
Chamber cf Commerce, I am very glad 
to notice the growth of public opinion on 
this subject. Ten years ago a man who 
hinted at countervailing duties would 
have been considered a rank Protec- 
tionist. Now the general feeling of the 
community is in favour of these duties. 
I may state that countervailing duties 
have been very successfully imposed in 
the Cape of Good Hope and Australia, 
and with the further result that the 
Mauritius has been able to send to them 
the half of the production of 100,000 tons, 
the other half going to India, and 
that under this system of Free Trade 
these countries have been able to hold 
their own very successfully. They have 
not only supplied their own communi- 
ties, but have been able to export a 
very considerable amount of sugar to 
other countries. The Mauritius has also 
been in the same position. India 
has been very fortunate in having 
at its seat of Government statesmen who 
have had the courage of their opinions. 
I congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
the Secretary of State for India on having 
encouraged the Indian Government to 
take this step. He has wisely resolved 
that the interests of India shall not be 
sacrificed, as the interests of a large 
section of the trade of this country 
have been, by an inquitous system of 
Protection. This step, which marks 
a new departure in the commercial 
policy of the British Empire, will enable 
India to retain a splendid industry 
within her domains. In approving of the 
action of the Government in taking this 
very drastic step, I venture to hope that 
we shall give our approval a_ wider 
significance than that which attaches to 
India merely. 


*Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I am glad to have the oppor- 
tunity of taking part in this Debate, 
because I entirely agree with the action 
of the Government in this matter, and I 
should not like to give a vote against 
a five-line whip issued by my own front 
bench without showing that I had reasons 
for so doing. I have listened attentively 
to all the speeches which have been made, 
and especially the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton. What has struck me most in 
the course of the debate has been the 
absence of any reference to the ancient 
history of the question. Twenty years 
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ago I supported the right hon. Gentleman 
the present President of the Board of 
Trade in moving for a Select Committee 
to inquire into the whole of our sugar 
industries and the best means of remedy- 
ing their depression, and one of my argu- 
ments then was that for years one Govern- 
ment after another had been denouncing 
these bounties and had been taking every 
step in their power but the right one to get 
rid of them. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Wolverhampton has 
twitted the members of the Indian Council 
with being no longer the disciples of 
various statesmen, and amongst others he 
mentioned Sir Stafford Northcote. It 
struck me, however, that in the course of 
the Debate on the motion for the appoint- 
ment of a Select Committee Sir Stafford 
Northcote had expressed himself in a very 
different manner. I have the report of 
the Debate, and I find two expressions of 
Sir Stafford Northcote’s opinion. One 
was a quotation made by the present 
President of the Board of Trade from a 
speech by Sir Stafford Northcote in reply 
to a deputation on the subject of the 
sugar bounties. This is what he said : 


“He knew it had been said—sometimes he 
had seen it put strongly in the journals—that 
if foreign countries chose to pay bounties, or 
anything in the nature of bounties, on the 
sugar which they exported, and thereby sup- 
plied us with an article cheaper than it would 
otherwise be, we asa nation had nothing to 
do but to take advantage of their folly, and 
that we need not trouble ourselves as to the 
effect it had on this or that particular trade. 
He wished to say that he entirely dissented 
from that view. He did not think that we 
ought to comfort ourselves with arguments 
such as those. In general, he agreed in prin- 
ciple with what had been said by so many 
there present. He agreed with what had been 
so well said by Mr. Sampson Lloyd, that we 
ought not by any legislative enactment to 
interfere to prevent other countries making 
use of their natural advantages to supply us 
with the products which they could supply 
more advantageously than we could. But 
that principle did not apply to a case in which 
by legislative action on the part of a foreign 
Government, by any artificial action on their 
part, they could supply us with an article 
which, if things were left to their natural 
courses, we could supply as cheaply, or more 
cheaply, ourselves.” 


That was the teaching of Sir Stafford 
Northcote. Again Sir Stafford Northecte 
in the course of that Debate, answering 
the right hon Gentleman the present 
Member for Bodmin, said : 
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nothing to do with questions of that kind, and 
that the only principle which we were to go 
on was that we should buy in the cheapest 
market and sell in the dearest. If that is so, 
what are the hon. Member for Liskeard and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
University of London to say of the conduct 
which the latter and his colleagues have been 
pursuing for so many years—namely, trying to 
prevent the country from buying in the 
cheapest market by endeavouring to induce 
the French and other Governments to put an 
end toa system of bounties which was appa- 
rently productive of advantage to this 
country ?” 


I do not wish to weary the House with 
quotations from Adam Smith and 
Ricardo ; I will confine myself to one or 
two of the authorities quoted by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Wolver- 
hampton. Cobden was mentioned, but 
here is Cobden’s teaching on the sub- 
ject : 


‘*Wedo not seek Free Trade in corn primarily 
for the purpose of purchasing it at a cheaper 
money rate; we require it at the natural price 
of the world’s market; whether it becomes 
dearer with Free Trade, or whether it becomes 
cheaper it matters not to us, provided the 
meen. of this country have it at its natural 
price, and every source of supply is freely open 
as Nature and Nature’s God intended it to be; 
then, and then only, shal! we be satisfied.” 


Mr. Gladstone also was most emphatic on 
the subject, and I adhere to the teaching 
of Mr. Gladstone. What did Mr. Glad- 
stone say in 1866 when he was speaking 
of the Sugar Convention of 1864 for the 
Abolition of Bounties’ He said: 


‘“‘ Her Majesty’s Government could not but 
perceive that that would be a_ beneficial 
arrangement, beneficial alike to importers, 
refiners, and consumers.” 


Returning to the matter in 1879, he 
wrote a letter which the right hon. Gen- 
tleman will find in the report of the 
Select Committee. It runs as follows: 


“Tf, as I understand, the circumstances of 
the case continue unaltered I think that both 
the trader and the workman engaged in the 
business of refining sugar have great reason to 
complain My desire is that the British con- 
sumer should have both sugar and every other 
commodity at the lowest possible price at 
which it can be procured without arbitrary 
favour to any of those engaged in the competi- 
tion; but I cannot regard with favour any 
cheapness which is produced by means of the 
concealed subsidies of a foreign State to a 


particular industry, and which has the effect 


of crippling and distressing capitalists and 


‘“‘The hon. Member for Liskeard (Mr | workmen engaged in a lawful branch of 
Courtney) laid down the doctrine that we had British trade.” 


Sir Charles Cameron. 





as] 
agi 
bot 
rec 
she 
Sta 
Bu 
of 
thi 
ma 
Go 
ben 
bei 
any 
is a 
Cor 
cou 
tha 
Ker 
cou: 
wit! 
som 
beli 
elab 
mos 
the 
But 
coul 
char 
men 
Indi 
read 
whic 
pres: 
But, 


have 





1281 Indian Tariff 


And again : 

“If they were bound to observe the prin- 
ciples of equity towards foreign countries, they 
were bound to observe the principles of equity 
towards their own subjects. . . and not 
to suffer them to be crushed by the competition 
of those who were sustained by the long purse 
of a foreign Government.” 

These are the teachings of Mr. Gladstone, 
and they entirely endorse the step which 
is now being taken. I give the present 
Government great credit for having at 
last taken one effective step in this matter 
in one important part of the Empire. I 
intend to support them, because I think 
that this new bounty is giving practical 
effect to what has for forty years been 
the theoretical policy of successive Govern- 
ments. Well, Sir, when the Select Com- 
mittee was appointed it expressly denied 
that countervailing duties were any in- 
fraction of Free Trade. To quote the 
exact words of the Report, it was not 
“in any sense of the term Protection.” 
If we asked for Protection, we should 
ask that the duty should be imposed 
against all imported sugar, whether in 
bounty-fed States or not. If we asked for 
reciprocity, we should ask that a duty 
should be imposed on the sugar of any 
State that imposed a duty on us. 
But we do not ask for anything 
of the sort. We say it is a capital 
thing to give bounties and to give as 
many bounties as you like; but we ask 
Government to intercept them for the 
benefit of the State, and prevent them 
being utilised for the purpose of crushing 
any particular industry. That, I think, 
is a legitimate step to take. The Select 
Committee would have recommended 
countervailing duties had it not been 
that evidence had been given by Mr. 
Kennedy that the imposition of 
countervailing duties would interfere 
with the most favoured nation clause in 
some of our treaties. Well, Sir, I don’t 
believe it would. I have seen a most 
elaborate opinion of Mr. Sheldon Amos, a 
most eminent lawyer, pointing out that 
the exact contrary would be the effect. 
But the fact is, that the system of | 
countervailing duties is already a 
characteristic of our fiscal arrange- | 
ments. The Secretary of State for | 
India mentioned the case of spirits, and | 
read an article from the French Treaty 
which showed that they had been ex-| 
pressly imposed as a countervailing duty. | 
But, Sir, that is not a solitary instance. I | 
have in my hand a report of the Commis- 
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| sion on Customs, and if any hon. Gentle- 
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man will take the trouble to look on 
pages 18 and 23 of that document he will 
be able to confirm what I say. Not only 
have you countervailing duties levied in 
the case of spirits, but also in the case of 
home manufactured tobacco as against 
foreign manufactured tobacco; in the 
case of cigars manufactured in this country 
as against foreign manufactured cigars, 
and in the case of chicory as against im- 
ported chicory. But it may be said that 
all these are articles that bring in con- 
siderable sums to the Revenue. I want to 
show that these countervailing duties are 
imposed absolutely irrespective of any 
considerations of revenue. Let us take 
the case of chloroform. Chloroform and 
ether are anesthetics which relieve an 
enormous amount of human suffering. If 
in anything it was desirable to have free 
trade surely itis desirable that you should 
have it in the case of chloroform, so that 
it may be supplied at the cheapest 
possible price for use in your hos- 
pitals and -other institutions. But 
chloroform and ether require alcohol in 
their preparation, and these are articles 
which are enormously taxed. In the 
Cape, for instance, there is no tax on 
alcohol, and if you allowed free trade in 
these articles you would have chloroform 
and ether sent to this country in such a 
way as to cut out altogether home manu- 
facture. You clap on 3s. 1d. per lb. on 
chloroform, and you clap on £1 6s, 2d. 
per gallon on sulphuric ether. Do you 
know what is got out of this surtax ? 
3s. 1d. per lb. levied on imported chloro- 
form brings ina gress revenue of £12 a 
year, and sulphuric ether at £1 6s. 2d. 
per gallon brings in a gross revenue of 
£7. Collodion is another article in the 
same position. You tax it to the extent 
of £1 Os. 5d. per gallon. That brings in 
£12a year. Iodide of ethyl is taxed at the 
rate of 13s. 7d. per gallon, and does not 
bring in a halfpenny to the Revenue ; the 
duty, in fact, is absolutely prohibitive. 
Take an article in general use, namely, 
soap. Surely there can be no particular 
reason for taxing soap. Cleanliness is 
next to godliness, and it is most desirable 
that people in this country should have 
free choice of any soap that suits their 
taste or skin. Well, Sir, we levy a tax 
on transparent soap, in the manufacture 
of which spirit is used, of 3d. per Ib. 
With what result; That we get a gross 
revenue of £114. In _ confectionery 
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in the manufacture of which spirit has 
been used we levy a countervailing duty 
of $d. per lb. ; this brings in £488 a year. 
On confectionery containing not more 
than 50 per cent. of chocolate the amount 
brought into the Revenue is £59 a year. 
We levy another countervailing duty 
upon sweets in the manufacture of which 
chocolate and spirit have been used, 
which brings in £153 a year. Now, Sir, 
[have given a list of items which you 
will find in the Report of the Customs 
Commission, which abundantly proves 
that these countervailing duties are 
already part of our fiscal system and are 


levied by us altogether independently of 


revenue considerations. This country 
has been too long shilly-shallying in the 
matter, and “letting I dare not wait 
upon I would.” At last the Government 
has taken a practical step. The right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Trade is one of the original 
apostles of the movement, and the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Birmingham is a convert to it now; 
with such an array of anti-bounty 
men in the Government I am glad 
to see that they have at last put 
their hands to the plough in the case of 
{ndia, and [ trust that the example they 
have set with regard to that country will 
be followed by the adoption of something 
like a definite policy in our own country 
in order to put an end to a mischief 
which statesmen for the last 40 years 
have deplored and protested against. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin): 
At this time of night it is necessary to 
speak within rather strict limits, and I 
will, therefore, be as brief as possible. I 
have heard with a great deal of admira- 
tion the very able speech of my noble 
friend the Secretary of State for India. 
It had the merit, if I may say so, of being 
a resolute attempt to grapple with all the 
elements of the problem. It was a good, 
thorough argument, addressed to the 
action which the Government have taken, 
and if any good argument can prove the 
excellence of their conduct in instigating 
and supporting what has been done at 
Calcutta, my noble friend’s speech ought 
to do it. He began by laying down the 
principle that bounties and protective 
duties are alike hostile to Free Trade. 
That they are both hostile to Free Trade 
I at once admit, but if the word “alike” 
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in the same manner and to the same 
effect, I differ from my noble friend, and 
I will venture to say that it is from want 
of appreciation of the fundamental dis- 
tinction between the operation of bounties 
and protective duties that my noble 
friend has failed in establishing the con- 
clusion he submitted. Both bounties and 
protective duties do interfere with the 
natural course of trade; both are 
hostile to the principle of Free Trade, 
but they operate in a very distinct and 
different way. A bounty is something 
which the Government cr nation paying 
it imposes upon itself, but other countries 
dealing with that nation in the com- 
modity in respect of which the bounty is 
given are primarily benefited by it. A 
protective duty, on the other hand, fails 
entirely to benefit the country which 
imposes it or the country hit by it. It 
punishes both, whereas a: bounty 1s 
a punishment cn the country which 
imposes it and a benefit to all other 
countries. A good deal has been said to- 
night about our past experience. My 
hon. friend the Member for Bridgeton 
(Sir C. Cameron) congratulated the 
Government on having taken an action 
which, if it had been taken earlier in 
a similar and analogous manner, would 
have relieved us of much from which we 
have suffered. The hon. Member for 
Dumbarton proceeded in the same way 
to refer to the action of the past as having 
imposed losses upon this country. There 
are many reasons why we have attempted 
to get nations to do away with bounties ; 
but the action in the past, to which the 
hon. Member for Dumbarton and_ the 
hon. Member for Bridgeton referred, so 
far from being a burden to this country, 
has been, in fact, primarily and_princi- 
pally a benefit to it. Anyone who fails 
to understand that this country has been 
benefited by the reception of cheap sugar 
altogether fails to understand the theory 
of Free Trade. My hon. and gallant 
friend the Member for Sheffield is 
strongly opposed to Free ‘Trade in every 
fashion. 

Sm HOWARD VINCENT: Our 


present Free Trade. 


Mr. COURTNEY: He is consistent 
enough in rejoicing over this attack on 
bounties as an attack on the benefits we 
The bringing 


means that they are hostile to Free Trade | into a country of a commodity at a 


Sir Charles Cameron. 
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cheaper rate necessarily displaces, as 
every improvement in production must 
displace, some previous producer, and 
those who fail to understand that have 
never really grasped what Free Trade 
means. The whole progress of improve- 
ment implies a loss imposed upon someone 
who up to that point has been engaged 
in the production of the commodity in 
respect of which theimprovementis effected. 
But because we as a country have benefited 
by the introduction of cheap sugar 
through other countries giving bounties 
in regard thereto, it does not at all follow 
that we should goand approve of bounties 
everywhere, and try to bolster up and 
maintain them. If we get sugar at a 
cheaper rate, someone who has _ hitherto 
supplied it must be hurt. It is a 
necessary consequence of every move- 
ment in favour of Free Trade, and those 
who object to cheap sugar ought and 
must object to cheap corn. My hon. and 
gallant friend says, quite rightly from his 
point of view, that cheap corn interferes 
with the agriculturists, cheap flour 
interferes with the miller, cheap bread 
interferes with the haker—they are all 
interfered with, and therefore the nation 
suffers. Sir, the nation would be bene- 
fitted if twopenny loaves could be 
showered down from heaven. My hon. 
and gallant friend would then look up to 
the skies and say: “This is an inter- 
ference to trade. Really vou are de- 
stroying the trade of the agriculturists, 
and interfering with the miller and 
the baker. The whole process of trade 
is interfered with because the bread comes 
with the free bounty of heaven, and 
therefore it is wrong.” The process in 
itself, the process of cheapening a com- 
modity through bounties, is only a 
minor illustration of the great process of 
cheapening every commodity which we 
can get cheapened through the free course 


of trade. This is true of our own 
country ; it is true also of India. If it 
is true that we should be benefited, 


even though farmers and agriculturists 
and landowners may pay the penalty as 
they do, so also will it be true of India, 
that if the Indian population receive a 
commodity which they want, they will be 
benefited by the introduction of the 
commodity at a cheaper rate. It may be 
said that we have to regard other things 
than India. But even if we take in the 
case of Mauritius, which I think we 
ought not to do in consideriis tae secur 
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of India alone—if we could bring Mauri- 


_tius and lay it alongside of India, making 





| considered ? 
| posing these retaliatory duties is a grave 
|matter, and it ought not to be done 
|unless there is sonie considerable inter- 


it a part or province of India, under the 
same government, the fact that the sugar 
trade of Mauritius would be injured by 
the introduction of sugar at a cheaper 
rate would not be an argument in favour 
of the Government’s policy. I have 
allowed that bounties are an interference 
with Free Trade, and I am quite willing 
to allow, in the language of Mr. Glad- 
stone, that we cannot regard bounties 
with favour. We look upon them with 
disfavour—not in a national interest, but 
in a cosmopolitan interest. If you are a 
lover of the world at large, you see that 
bounties do interfere with the free course 
of trade ; that they are a penalty paid by 
another nation for your benefit, which must 
injure that other nation, and which in a 
minor and secondary degree injures you. 
In a cosmopolitan interest you would 
desire to do away with bounties; in an 
altruistic spirit for the benefit of other 
nations, we should get them to do all we 
could to remove bounties. 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: Hear, 
hear ! 
Mr. COURTNEY: But not in the 


spirit of my hon. and gallant friend, who 
Iam afraid really does not understand 
the very elements of the problem. 
If we get this pernicious system of. 
bounties removed we do it at a cost to 
ourselves. We make some little sacrifice 
in the attempt to get other countries to 
follow a Free Trade policy in this matter, 
and as a practical question we are bound 
to consider that circumstance with any 


action we may take. Get bounties 
removed if you can. But how? In 
what measure? by what means? 


These are practical questions, which must 


'be considered before taking practical 


action. In order to consider every one 
of them successfully we must bear in 
mind the primary tact that, as far as we 
are concerned, a nation not giving 
bounties, we are benefited and not 


injured by them. Now, in attempting to 


get rid of bounties what things are to be 
It is admitted that im- 


ruption of Free Trade on the part of 
other ~ -ople, requirine en ectisy which 


5 


jis 4 voluntary self-s.citeicg cel; m- 
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volving some loss, on our part. We that cane sugar can compete, if the terms 
ought also, before resorting to a method | are equal, with beet sugar. I venture to 
of removing the evil, to be sure that we | say no—not meaning that it could not so 
should not produce a greater evil. If | compete, which I think is an unproved 
authority goes for anything, the authority | question—but meaning that it has not 
of our greatest predecessors is against | been proved that cane sugar could on 
making the attempt by duties on our part | equal terms compete with beet sugar. 
to counteract the advantages which we | Therefore, in attempting to discriminate 
may receive from the unwisdom, or even | and measure the compensating duty you 
the tyranny, of other people. Our great | might altogether fail in securing the effect 
predecessors have refused, practically, to| you want. What is the case. We geta 
put on these duties to defeat bounties. | good deal of our sugar from Germany 
They have done more. Ina case which | and France. The bounty granted varies 
appears to me to appeal to our moral ‘from £1 5s. to £2 per ton. What was 
sense in afar higher degree than these | the argument of the West Indies Com- 
bounties do, our great predecessors in | missioners on that point? We have it in 
fiscal legislation absolutely refused to | their report that the difference was not 
make any discrimination in our duties | enough to restore the sugar industry in 
which were urged as being likely to the greater part of the West Indian 
operate in the cure of a great national | islands, although it would be sufficient 
wrong. I amreferring to the question of | here and there ; in other words, that cane 
slave labour. If ever there was a reason | sugar could not compete with beet in the 
for appealing to the conscience of the | greater part of the West Indian islands, 
nation that reason would be found in the | even if the bounty were nullified, and that 
fact that we were receiving sugar from | the attempt to make that nullification 
countries produced under conditions of | would be vain, if you thought thereby 
slave labour, which caused it to be cheaper | to restore the prosperity of the West 
than it would have been had it been pro- | Indies. About a week ago I got another 
duced by free labour, and that we ought, | illustration, which seemed to me to be so 
by imposing adifferential duty, to negative | remarkable that I venture to repeat it, 
the advantage which slave-owning coun- | because I think the House will be struck 
tries enjoyed from the existence of slavery. | by its cogency. I met a most intelligent 
But Sir Robert Peel, Lord John Russell, | Danish gentleman, and began to talk to 
Mr. Cobden, and Mr. Bright—not in-| him about the Danish West Indian 
ferior in morality to any of us—strenu- | Islands, and about their circumstances, 
ously refused to make any — such | their social condition, their trade, and at 
discrimination ; and it appears now that | last I said, “I suppose you get a good 
practically they were right, because slave- | deal of sugar from them?” “Oh, no, we 
labour is not cheaper than free labour, | do not,” he said. “We do not get any 
and this discrimination would not have | sugar at all from them now; we used to 
corresponded to areal difference in the | get sugar from them.” Where do you get 
cost to the country. If these statesmen your sugar from,” I asked. “Oh, we get 
refused to do it in that case, they certainly | it entirely from our own beet.” “TI sup- 
would refuse to do it in order to counter- | pose there is some difference in duty ?” I 
act a bounty which is put on by the| said. ‘No, not at all. The rate of duty 
free action of other countries. In| which we pay on sugar in Denmark is the 
fact we know that they did de-/same whether it comes from cane or from 
liberately refuse to put on _ these | beet.” Beet sugar without any bounty in 
retaliatory duties. The main principle | Denmark has beaten cane. That is in a 








which is suggested by the analogy to 
which I have referred is that you really 
cannot measure the practical effect 
on the price of a commodity of a bounty 

ut on by another country. I know it 
will be said that our sugar trade is domi- 
nated now by bounties ; that it is bounties 
and bounties alone which cause the sup- 
plies to come from certain countries ; and 
my noble friend the Secretary of State for 
India said in his speech that it is proved 


Mr. Cowrtney. 


very large measure because with the beet 
industry you have much more capable, 
| industrious, and energetic employers, men 
working their own estate on the spot, and 
not working through inferior labour. You 
have the greatest ingenuity, and you 
have what is more than anything else, 
such a.development in the application of 
the by-products that the cost of the pro- 
duction of the sugar is very much 
diminished. So that if you think that 
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nullifying the bounties will fully re- 
establish trade, you will altogether fail. I 
have said that I myself would be very 


glad to see bounties abolished, if I could | 
| judices—or the errors, if you like to call 


purge the mental confusion of foreign legis- 
lators, if I could cure them of what is worse 
than mental confusion—the international 
jealousy which underlies all this stealing 
of trade from one another. But my main 
objection to this plan of retaliatory duties 
is that, instead of curing the root of the 
evil, you intensify it. You make foreign 
legislatures think that what they haye 
been doing is a good thing, that you are 
injured by it, and therefore they must 
gain; and so they go on in the course 
they have taken. After all, it deals with 
a very small matter ; it deals with it in a 
way you cannot measure and accurately 
compensate, and instead of curing foreign 
nations of the evil system, you will go on 
making them more inveterate in it. But 
I must protest against the suggestion 
which has heen made by the hon. Member 
for Dumbarton, and by my noble friend 
the Secretary of State, that the agricul- 
tural industry is entirely ruined by this 
supposed interference with the cultivation 
of sugar. Out of the whole 230,000,000 
acres, only 1} per cent. were under sugar. 
What would be the effect in India, even 
ii the whole were to go? The Indians 
would he better off, and would cultivate 
some other commodity. Those who think 
they would not be better off are of the 
opinion that we are not better off through 
cheap sugar and cheap corn. Then there 
is the political as well as the economical 
question to be considered. It may, and 
probably will, be said that my speech on 
the whole has been that of a complete 
doctrinaire, but that is always said when 
the arguments cannot be disproved. I 
have never looked upon this question as 
one which could be solved by considera- 
tions of Free ‘Trade alone. I recall 
the case of the cotton duties, not the 
cotton duties which were dealt with by 
my right hon. friend opposite three or 
four years ago, but the agitation of some 
twenty years ago, when my lamented 
friend Mr. Fawcett and myself were in 
the House together, and when Lancashire | 
Members were making an eager attempt 
to get rid of the cotton duties in India. | 
We were persuaded like the Members for | 
Lancashire that the cotton duties were | 
bad for the people of India ; but we were 
neither of us very keen in the agitation, 
because we felt that it carried an ugly 

( 
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to the people of India, that 
apparently it would be sacrificing India 
to Lancashire. In the government of 
India you must have respect to the pre- 


them so—of the people you are governing. 
If you are attempting to force upon India, 
as we were then, the abolition of the 
cotton duties, in the face of the opposition 
of the Government of India, and in the 
face of the general opinion of India, you 
are engaged in a dangerous enterprise, 
against which a good deal may be said, 
and which ought to be approached with 
very great caution. But in this case we 
are really not fighting for England. We 
are approaching the matter from the 
point of view of India alone. England 
has nothing in the world to do with it. 
It is from the point of view of India 
alone that we are urging the impropriety 
of this interposition which has been 
sanctioned by the Government. I know 
it may be said that the Council is unani- 
mously in favour of these duties. Yes. 
But the same Council, minus the 
Head, was unanimously against them 
last year. They have changed in 
the meantime owing to superior infor- 
mation, and the fact that a change had 
been made in the Governor-General. I 
will not use the word which the 
hon. Member for Cardiff applied to mem- 
bers of the Council in this connection, 
but I think that this question precipitates 
the bringing forward of the grave question 
which we will have one day to consider, 
and which I ventured to suggest a few 
months ago would soon have to be con- 


sidered, viz., the composition of and 


character of the Governing Council itself. 
Under its present organisation you cannot 
have those elements of independence 
which are most desirable in the Govern- 
ment of India. This train of thought 
was pressed upon me most forcibly quite 
recently in reading the “Letters and 
Papets of Sir Robert Peel.” When Lord 
Ellenborough went out to India, Sir 
Robert Peel had his doubts about the 
wisdom and prudence of that great 
Governor - General, and communicated 
them to the Duke of Wellington, saying— 


“T think the Council had better keep him 
in order.” 
But the Duke of Wellington, in a note 
which I commend to the House, said— 


“Oh, no, no ! The Council are no use in this 
regard. They are gentlemen who have served 
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in India, most of them, for twelve years or 
more ; they have been trained in offices ; they 
have gone through an Indian career which 
leads them always to look up to the Head of 
the Government, and you will find that a 
Governor-General — especially one who had 
been at the Board of Control and made Indian 
matters his study—will have the Council en- 
tirely round his finger.” 

We sent a Governor-General out there 
who has made Indian’ matters a 
great study, and the recent, action 
of the Council in India loses, to 
me, very much, if not the whole, of 
its weight when I consider that within 
twelve months the same Council was of 
an entirely different opinion. The change 
has, in fact, been brought about by the 
introduction of a new Governor-General. 
This is a very grave question. If it 
were a case of England, none of us would 
approve of countervailing duties. If we 
are going to look upon India as some- 
thing under our charge, as England is, 
we ought to apply to India precisely the 
same action ; we ought to refuse there 
what we refuse here. I know it is said 
that this is a grave matter, that it is a 
vote of censure. For my part, I do not 
very seriously regard these threats of 
a vote of censure. In the first place, it 
will not be carried—though that is not 
much to the point ; in the second place, 
if it were carried, could anyone conceive 
the Government dissolved on this ques- 
tion and going to the country in favour 
of keeping up and enhancing the price 
of sugar in India—a principle which 
would be represented, and accurately 
represented, as leading to an enhance- 
ment of the price of sugar at home? The 
thing is absolutely impossible. I have no 
fear whatever of the consequences of 
victory in this matter, even if we could 
secure it, and I shall vote with my right 
hon. friend opposite without any fear. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): Mr. Speaker, it is 
rather a curious fact that the last two 


speakers, although their conclusions 
have been very different, have this 
at least in common—both of them 
have spoken against the views of 


the Party to which they belong. 
The only difference is that the hon. 
Baronet the Member for Glasgow per- 
forms that operation very infrequently, 
while with my right hon. friend the 
Member for Bodazin it is altogether usual. 


Mr. Courtney. 
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I think I shall not shock my right hon. 
friend if I say that sometimes his speeches 
cause some irritation to his friends. That 
is not because he differs from them, that 
is not because he is a candid friend, 
because I can assure him he occupies that 
position so admirably that the Unionist 
Party is proud to have so conspicu- 


ous a specimen of the genus in 
their midst. Sut the feeling is 
due to a different cause—to that cause 


which operated in the case of the New 
Zealand medicine man, as to whom the 
chief of his tribe said that he gave them 
so much good advice that they were 
obliged to jput him away. Now, my 
right hon. friend, in the course of his 
speech, spoke of his desire—a most 
natural and creditable desire on his part 
—to purge the mental confusion of 
foreign legislatures. That is an exten- 
sion of his ordinary role; his ordinary 
role is to purge the mentaj confusion of 
domestic legislators. Yet, as with so 
many other great benefactors of his 
species, I am afraid the people he is sup- 
posed to benefit are not  sufliciently 
grateful. The right hon. Gentleman has 
contended to-night that a bounty differs 
from a protective duty, that it is not so 
bad as a protective duty, because a bounty 
is a benefit to the country receiving it 
and an injury to the country giving it. 
I take issue on both those statements. 
The right hon. Gentleman appears to 
think that a bounty given by a foreign 
country to introduce its products where 
they could not naturally go is equivalent 
to a rather extreme hypothesis he raised— 
namely the possibility that Heaven might 
shower twopenny loaves upon us. There 
is a difference between Heaven and foreign 
governments. The bounty of Heaven is 
more free ; itis less interested. If Heaven 
ever does shower twopenny loaves upon 
us it will not be because it has gone into 
the bakery trade. I think the comparison 
is altogether unfair. But I take exception 
to his first statement, that a bounty is a 
benefit to the country receiving it. It is, 
I think, a mental confusion on the part of 
the right hon. Gentleman which I desire 
to purge, that a bounty is the cause of 
cheap sugar. No doubt if the fact that 
sugar at the present time is half the price 
it Was so many years ago were due entirely 
to the bounty system, I admit we should 


have to consider very carefully before we 


did anything to prevent that system. But 
nothing of the kind is the case. The low 
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price of sugar is due, principally, to the 
reduction in the cost of production, 
and the reduction in the price of 
sugar is not much, if any, greater 
than the average reduction of. other 
commodities and other necessaries. 
Therefore it is not due to the bounty, and 
when I come a little later to consider 
more carefully the question of cheapness, 
I think I shall be able to show that very 
little of the reduction in price, if any, | 
is due to the giving of a bounty. There- | 
fore I deny that the concession of a 
bounty is an advantage to the country 
receiving it. It is a distinct disadvantage 
in this respect—that it artificially destroys 
trades and occupations which are natural 
to the country, and which, once destroyed, 
itis very difficult to replace. But then 
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my right hon friend goes on to say that | 
itis an injury to the country giving it. | 
Does my right hon. friend suggest that | 
every other country is a fool in regard to 
its own business? I have a sort of idea 
that some of these countries, at any rate, 
know their business as well as we do, and 
if they have given bounties for now 
something like twenty or thirty years, 
and if they have continually increased 
those bounties, perhaps they have found 
some profit in doing it. I would point 
out to my right hon. friend, as it appears 
to have escaped his attention, some profits 
which they have eminently gained there- 
by. The production of sugar in Germany, 
for instance, and in France, has been | 
enormously extended and _ improved 
owing directly to the bounties. The 
bounties were given in accordance with 
the production of sugar per ton of beet, 
and the result has been that the produc- 
tion, which was for many years 5 or 6 
per cent., has now been raised to 11 or 12 
per cent. If that stood alone it might be 
held by foreign economists to be some 
justification for the expense they had 
been put to in the production of the 
sugar. There is one general remark I 
would make here of the whole argument 
of my right hon. friend. If bounties are 
an advantage to the country, why does 
he want to remove them? I admit I 
could not quite follow his argument. No 
doubt hon. Gentlemen opposite were 
more fortunate than myself, but if I 
understood him correctly, what he said 
was that if he considered the matter in 
the light of the interests of this country 
he would not wish to abolish bounties, 
but, as he takes a wide, a general, a 
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magnificent, a cosmopolitan view of the 
situation, he wishes that bounties should 
be removed for the benefit of foreign 
countries to the injury of his own. I 
think I have rightly understood my right 
hon. friend’s argument. 


Mr. COURTNEY: Quite true. - 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: A philan- 
thropy which takes in the whole world 
and leaves out of account its own country 
is one to the heights of which I confess I 
am quite incapable of attaining. I gather 
that hon. Members opposite are able to 
sympathise with my right hon. friend. 
Whether that may make them more 
popular in the country to which they 
belong, but whose interests they are 
willing to sacrifice to the interests of the 
whole world—whether their universal 
philanthropy will really be more accept- 
able than my commonplace patriotism, I 
must leave to the House to decide. One 
other remark about the speech of my 
right hon. friend. He professed to be- 
lieve that the prevalence of beet over 
cane was due to a sort of natural selection 
and to the fact that beet sugar can be 
produced more cheaply than cane sugar. 
That is entirely opposed to the figures 
of the case which have been submitted to 
me by the authorities in this matter. The 
cost of cane sugar under the most favour- 
able circumstances is less than the cost of 
beet sugar also under the most favourable 
circumstances, and I would submit to my 
right hon. friend, who shakes his head— 
perhaps his knowledge of sugar produc- 
tion is greater than mine—that if it is 
not as I state there is no occasion for a 
bounty, for why on earth should foreign 
countries give a bounty in order to force 
their beet sugar into our country and 
other countries if, naturally and without 
any bounty, beet sugar would be cheaper 
than cane sugar? It is evident that the 
course of this Debate has run upon two 
questions—the question of principle and 
the question of expediency. The question 
of principle covers the whole question of 
bounties. It covers bounties so far as 
they affect the West Indies, Queensland, 
and Mauritius; it covers countervailing 
duties so far as they affect this country as 
well as the particular question of India. 
There is also the question of expediency 
—that is to say, that, granting counter- 
vailing duties may be properly applied in 
particular cases, you would then have to 

2Z 
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consider the merits of each particular case. | 
There, of course, a distinction might be | 
drawn between the case of the West 
Indies and the case of India, or of any other 
country. I trust this Debate will result in a 
clear issue and a decision, by an undoubted 
overwhelming majority, which 
the opinion of, at all 
events, this Parliament in regard to 
the question of principle. Our  op- 
ponents in this Debate, and generally, | 
claim that their principles, which they | 
associate with the doctrine of Free Trade, 
absolutely preclude the consideration of 
countervailing duties or prohibition. They 
base the general view of the situation on | 
the authority of what my right hon. | 
friend the Member for Wolverhampton 
calls the high priests of the order, among | 
whom, much to my surprise, he names 
myself. Ican assure him he does me 
too much honour. I was never a high | 
priest at all. It is not my line. But they | 
base this conclusion in the first place on | 
the authority of the high priests, and, in 
the second place, upon a theory which 
they, as I shall endeavour to show, have | 
evolved themselves, that Free Trade con- 
sists in the doctrine that cheapness, by | 
whatever means obtained, is the great 
object of our legislation. Now, Sir, we 
say, on the contrary, that countervailing 
duties are not opposed to Free Trade. We 
absolutely deny it, and we allege that 
bounties are the very worst form of Pro- 
tection, because they protect the foreigner, 
not in his own market, for which there 
might possibly be some sort of justifica- 
tion, at all events in exceptional cireum- 
but they protect the foreigner 


and 
will give 





stances, 
in our market, in which he has 
no claim whatever to protection. 


And, Sir, we say, secondly, that cheap- 
ness is not, and never was, in the view of 
the high priests of Free Trade, the) 
primary object of Free Trade, and, ac- 
cordingly, our contention is that we can 
counteract bounties by countervailing 
duties, or secure their abolition by prohibi- 
tion, without in the slightest degree de- 
rogating from our character of orthodox 
Free Traders. In the course of the last 
twenty years or so we have discovered a 
new Liberalism, a new Radicalism, a new 
trades unionism, and now there is a new 
Free Trade doctrine of which the origi- 
nators of Free Trade were absolutely | 
ignorant, and which I believe they would 
have repudiated. The new Free Trader | 
has changed altogether his ideas as to} 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 


| Trade is therefore, as I have already said, 


| promulgated in its original purity it has 


'to the original fount of 
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what Free Trade consists of, and I think 
he has made a mistake, and I do not 
believe that the new Free Traders are the 
true friends of Free Trade. I remember 
Lord Macaulay, in a very eloquent speech 
he made on one occasion, warned his 
hearers not to give the sanction of religion 
to abuses which were not religious, 
because, he said, if you do, in the fall of 
the abuses the religion may go also ; and 
it seems to me that if you connect in the 
minds of the people the inevitable 
sequence between the abuses which have 
followed the proclamation of Free Trade 
and _ the original principles of Free Trade, 
you will be creating the only danger from 
which Free Trade has ever suffered. It 


|is a dangerous thing, in my opinion, to 


teach the people of this country that Free 
Trade is inseparable from gross injustice 
and from unfair attacks on their employ- 
ment and occupations. The hon. Member 
for Cardiff, in the earlier part of the 
evening, was daring Members of the 
Government to go to their constituents 
and say that in given circumstances 
they would be prepared to _ propose 
countervailing duties in this country. I 
should not be at all afraid to go to my 
constituents and propose them. I think 
there is, on the contrary, a growing 
feeling in the country, which to a certain 


/extent alarms me, that injustices have 


attended Free Trade which ought not to 
have attended Free Trade and which are 


not due to Free Trade ; and the pressure 


of those injustices has to my mind _ pro- 
duced so great an impression on the 
working classes in the manufacturing 
centres that I am sometimes alarmed lest 
they should go a great deal further than 
I do, and lest they should be ready, not 
only to remove the abuses, but to deny 
the doctrine and principle of Free Trade. 
I think that is a real danger and worthy 
of some consideration. I think Free 


in danger from its friends. Free Trade 
is a political religion, and it has had to 
endure the hard fate of all religions, that 
it has been corrupted. Since it was 


suffered from the work of annotators and 
commentators and false prophets, and as 
a result the doctrine of Free Trade has 
become a dogma and the religion a fetish, 
and I think we had better go back 
inspiration 
and try, if we can, to clear this 
religion of the corruption which has been 
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not | imposed upon it and to remove from it|desire in the cheapest and the best 
> the all the result of the fanaticism of certain | market. [Opposition cheers.] Yes, but 
nver } subsequent professors, like my old friend that is not all. That is where you 
eech lord Farrer. It would be absurd to| stop. But Mr. Cobden added “ At its 
his [answer in a debate of this kind without | natural price,” and that is what hon. Mem- 
gion J alluding to Lord Farrer, who may be said | bers opposite have forgotten. They have 
10us, fF to be the fons et origo of it. Every argu-| remembered the cheapness, but have for- 
ll of | ment used on the other side of the House | gotten the natural price. Now the main 
and [has been taken from Lord Farrer. He is object of the great Free Traders was to 
| the fone of the ablest of our public servants, | secure the natural course of production 
table find, as I have reason to know, he has | and of exchange. That was the argument 
have done more than any other man to main-| again and again elaborated in all their 
‘rade figin bounties and prevent their abolition | speeches. Their ideal was that each 
rade, J uring the last twenty years. He has | country should produce what it was 
from } }een full of arguments and facts and sta- naturally best fitted to produce and to 
. It fiistics, and Tam ready to admit that in exchange it without artificial §arrange- 
n, to J1s81, the year in which I made certain} ments. The great Free Traders de- 
Free fitterances quoted by my right hon.| nounced all artificial arrangements 
istice F friend the Member for Wolverhampton, I} which turned their trade into un- 
ploy- fwas greatly influenced by what he said. | natural channels. They disapproved 
mber fiLaughter.] I do not understand why | of Protection whenever it turned labour 
the fthat is a subject of merriment. I am not | and capital into operations which might 
f the Jashamed, but I am proud, of having been | be considered to be artificial and un- 
ents finfluenced by so able and experienced a | natural, and which would be unremunera- 
ances Kmublic servant, by his statements, by his | tive under ordinary and natural con- 
pose Fknowledge, by the facts which he pro-| ditions, But they advocated counter- 
y- I fduced ; and I will go further and say that | vailing duties in cases where it was 
omy fl was led to believe in the predic-| necessary in order to restore equality. 
think tions he then made, every one of which | Now, I am going back to the original 
wing Fhas been falsified by subsequent events. | founder of Free Trade—to Adam Smith. 
rtain fT am still ready to believe in his facts, I} Mr. Cobden said to Mr. Brigit that he 
have fam still ready to believe in his statistics ; | would take Adam Smith in his hand and 
‘ot to Fhut never again will I believe in his pro-| would go up and down the country 
h are Bohecy. Lord Farrer represents the ex- | preaching, with the “ Wealth of Nations ” 
ssure Fireme of Free Trade fanaticism ; he is | for his text-book, the doctrines of Free 
_ pro the Torquemada of Free Trade, and I} Trade, and so convert the nation. Adam 
| the Bbelieve he would go to the stake himself,/ Smith in his ‘Wealth of Nations” 
uring Band [I am afraid he would send my | argued against protective duties and 
d lest friends and me there too, rather than | in favour of Free Trade, but he 
than Bscrifice any of his principles. I main-| said there were certain cases in which 
, not Bain that there is no justification what-/| a nation might impose duties to protect 
deny ever in the writings or speeches of any of | their home industry. The first case has 
rade. Fhe great Free Traders of the doctrine | nothing to do with the present discussion. 
orthy hat countervailing duties are opposed to|'The second case, in which it might be 
Free the principles of Free Trade. That is a | advantageous to lay some burden on the 
’ said, Fehallenge. Some quotations which I had | foreigner for the encouragement of 
Trade froted have already been made to the | domestic industry, is when some tax is 
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House, and I will not repeat them. 
obden gave two definitions of Free 
Trade. He defined it as being the aboli- 
ion of protective duties. Countervailing 
luties are not protective. A counter- 
‘ailing duty, as its name applies, is a duty 
trictly confined to countervailing the 





einition that Mr. Cobden gave was that | 
tee Trade was to enable the consumers 









Mr. | imposed at home on the produce of the 


latter ; in this case it seems reasonable 
that an equal tax should be imposed upon 
the like produce of the former. By what 
reasoning does he arrive at this sug- 
gestion? Adam Smith did not con- 
template bounties as we understand 


vantage given by a bounty ; it does not | them, but you. will find his reasoning 
bo beyond that, and it does not protect | applies equally to countervailing duties. 
he industry to which it applies. Another | He says : 


“This tax would not give a monopoly of the 


: | home market to domestic industry, nor would 
every country to obtain what they | it turn to a particular employment a greater 
t 
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share of the stock of labour of the country 
than would naturally go to it.” 


He 


That is true of countervaling duties. 
goes on to say: 


“Tt would only hinder any part of what 
would naturally go to it from being turned 
away by the tax into a less natural 
direction.” 

Substitute “bounty” for “tax” and you 
have the exact argument. That is 
exactly the argument which we have 
pointed out in the course of this 
Debate. Reference has been made to the 
spirit duty and other duties which we 
impose as compensatory to the home 
tariff by the hon. Baronet the Member 


for Glasgow. I do not think it has 
been noted—it is rather a_ special 


point—that we have actually put a 
countervailing duty upon West Indian 
rum to prevent the producers of the 
West Indies from having an advantage 
in this market, at the same time refusing 
to West Indian producers to put them on 
an equality with regard to their other 
productions. Then again, take the case 
of the Indian cotton duties. In the case 
of the Indian cotton duties—the case of a 
protective duty put on cotton from this 
country —the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site avowed it to be his intention anc 
desire to place the cotton industry on 
exactly equal terms in Bombay and Man- 
chester, and he put on an Excise duty 
which was intended to produce equality. 
Then equality is what we are striving at ! 





But if equality in cotton and in rum, why 


not in sugar ? Remember that in all these 
cases the result has been to increase the 
price to the consumer. Ifthe excise duty 
onrum were taken away the English con- 
sumer of rum would get it 5d. per gallon 
cheaper, and if the excise duty on Indian 


{COMMONS} 
= lately in the light of further 


| have been mistaken in attributing a large 
| proportion of the reduction in the price 
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information, and I think J and others 


| of sugar to the influence of the bounties, 
| Now, let me make it clear to the House, 
| Suppose that the cost of cane sugar is £8, 
and that the cost of German beet sugar 
'is £9. Suppose the German bounty is 
|30s. That enables the Germans to 
/undersell the cane sugar. In the first 
place, £1 of the bounty goes to cover 
'the increase of cost of the beet sugar. 
| That leaves 10s. which the German pro- 
ducer has in hand, and he may give it if 

he likes to the English consumer. But 
| does he give it? Is he such afool? All 

that is necessary for him is to give a 

trifle above the cane price. If he can sell 
| his sugar at £7 19s. he would cut out the 
whole of the sugar which would come in 
|at £8, and all that he has to give away 

is ls. a ton. The rest either goes to 
|meet the difference between the natural 

price between the beet and the cane, or it 
| goes into the pockets of the producer. 
'I challenge my right hon. friend the 
_Member for Bodmin, or anyone else, to 
prove that, out of a bounty of 30s., more 
than an infinitesimal proportion ever goes 
|into the pockets of the consumer in this 
_ country. 


| Mr COURTNEY: But the producers 


compete among themselves. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: But the 
competitors are not quite so rabid as my 
right hon. friend has suggested ; they are 
not so foolish. No man in competition 
cuts his price down lower than is neces 
isary. Ifthey can provide the quantity 
of sugar which is required from foreign 
| producers by excluding cane sugar, they 





| 
cotton were taken off the Indian con- | are perfectly satisfied, and they arrangy 
sumer would get it 5 per cent. cheaper. | among themselves in such a way as nottd 
Therefore, according to the doctrine of | cyt down the price more than is necessary 
the right hon. Member for Bodmin and | to fiJI their mills, and sufficient to enabl 
the inconsistent doctrine of the right hon. | them to cut out the cane sugar. I wish 
Member for East Wolverhampton, these | here to quote Lord Farrer on this ques 


surtaxes ought never to have been | tion, In his last pamphlet—his pamph- 
imposed, because they add to the | Jets follow each other very quickly—Lort 


price of the consumer and _ interfere | Farrer said - 

i ‘ivileges : a ,; 
sey oo age h ed : ge great | “How far the abolition of sugar : bounties 
god Uheapness, which they all adore. | would raise the price of sugar to the consume! 
Let us consider this question of cheapness | appears to be very doubtful. My own im 
a little more closely. How much does | angen is that the effect of the bounties has 
the consumer gain by the bounties in | ™ much exaggerated. 
regard to cheapness? I think he gains | [ think that the effect of the bounties t) 
very little. I have been considering this | the consumer has been much exaggerated, 


Mr. J, Chamberlain, 


130. 
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but not so in regard to the producer. In 
spite, however, of his opinion that the 
difference in price is not much, Lord 
Farrer still maintains that a certain in- 
crease of price will result from legislation 
in the shape of countervailing duties, and 
on that ground chiefly he is opposed to it, 
because he says that cheapness of price to 
the consumer is the main object to be 


{15 JUNE 1889} 
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Mr. COURTNEY: That is not the 
point. My right hon. friend says that I 
do not look at this question from an Indian 
point of view, but I do. 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN : Then my right 


friend presumes to know better what 





is good for India than the only persons 


'who are authorised or are in any way 


attained. I think that hon. Members | qualified to represent Indian opinion, that 
seem here to confuse two things. They | is, the Indian native Press, the English 
divide the community into two classes. Press of India, the Council for India in 
On one side are the consumers, and on the | this country, and the Legislative Council 


other the producers. As a matter of 
fact, the consumers are generally pro- 
ducers, and the only class of consumers 
who are not producers—the only class, 
therefore, benefited by legislation, which 
isdirected solely in the interest of con- 
sumers, and as against the interest of 
producers—is that class which “toil not, 
neither do they spin.” Is it not a scan- 
dalous inversion of roles that hon. Gentle- 
men opposite should be directing the 
whole of their energies to securing special 
benefit for that extremely limited class ? 
Mr. Cobden has been already quoted by 
the hon. Baronet the Member for Glasgow 
in opposition to this theory that cheapness 
is really the object which Free Traders 
should have in view. I should have liked 
to quote Mr. Gladstone to the same effect, 
but I am afraid of curtailing unduly the 
time which remains. On the first ques- 
tion of principle, then, I say that our 
position is that countervailing duties are 
matters of expediency to be judged in 
each case on their merits, and that there 
is nothing in Free Trade which would 
exclude their consideration. Then I come 
to a very important matter. I do not 
like the tone of the hon. Gentlemen oppo- 
site with regard to this Indian question. 
It is entirely an Indian question ; and I 
agree that it is to be considered entirely 
from the point of view of Indian interests. 
But that is not the position taken by my 
right hon. friend the Member for Bodmin 
and others. 


‘in India. My fear is that there is a 
'tendency on the part of some hon. 
|Gentlemen to return to that mercantile 
| system which was the curse of our colonial 
empire. It was that system which lost 
us the United States of America and 
estranged from us many of our most 
promising colonies. And what was that 
mercantile system? It was that the 
interests of our colonies should be sub- 
|ordinated and put on one side in favour 
| of the interests of British consumers and 
| producers. It is based on the subordina- 
|tion of colonial interests and colonial 
opinion to British interests and British 
opinion ; and it seems now that there are 
| persons who hold that the interests of 
‘the East Indies, of the West Indies, 
(of Mauritius, and of Queensland are 
|comparatively of no importance; that 
| the local opinion of these places is to be 
sneered at ; and that when the planters 
'say they are going to be ruined they are 
to be told that they do not know what 
they are talking about, and are making 
fortunes as hard as they can go. That 
is the line taken in deference to a number 
of pedantic economists, and in the sup- 
posed interests of the working classes. 





| 
| 
| 
| 


| We are told that we should be sane Im- 


perialists. That is not sane Imperialism. 


| That is insane Imperialism, whatever else 


it is, and it tends to produce a state of 


feeling between us and the Colonies which 
|I for one exceedingly regret. 


In the 


| present case, as I have said, the public 
| opinion of India is practically unanimous. 
| I was quite astounded to hear my right 
| hon. friend the Member for Wolverhamp- 
| ton minimise this opinion by saying, what 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir;) of course is true, that you have not a 
my right hon. friend is now going to vote | public opinion in India such as you have 
practically against the unanimous opinion | in this country. Why, Sir, my right hon. 
of the only persons who can properly.| friend came down here some years ago 
represent India, and who can deal with’ to defend his policy in respect of 
the subject in their representative | the cotton duties ; and he himself appealed 
character. jto this opinion of the native Press, the 


Mr. COURTNEY: Yes, it is. 
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English Press, and the Council of India, 
nes above all, he made a most eloquent 
defence of a particular official, who, he 
said, was one of the ablest officials India 
had ever known, and to whose opinion he 
attached great importance. He com- 


plained that my noble friend Lord James | 
of Hereford, then Sir Henry James, had | 


appeared in some way to slight the value 
of that opinion. Who was this Govern- 
ment official whose opinion was to be 
taken without criticism? It was Sir 
James Westland. It was a member of 
the Legislative Council, who now, in an 
admirably reasoned speech, has defended 
these countervailing duties. It is his 
opinion that my right hon. friend would 
set aside as of no importance at all in 
comparison with the views of English 


{COMMONS} 





economists such as Lord Farrer and the | 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 
Bodmin. | 

Sir H. H. FOWLER: There has been 
a change of opinion. I have every respect 
for the opinion expressed by Sir J. West- 
land in May, 1898, and I believe that | 
everything that has happened since has | 
confirmed that opinion. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: My right 
hon. friend is not justified in saying that 
there has been any such change of 
opinion. Where is the speech of Sir J. 
Westland in regard to that former 
decision? All that former decision 
amounted to was that the Government 
were not prepared to consider these 
countervailing duties at that time. It is 
not a reasoned argument against them, 
but a decision merely for the moment, 
which was probably justified. All this 
local opinion which was appealed to in 
relation to the cotton duties was expressed 
in a still more marked degree in favour 
of the course we have followed. Now it 
is a strange thing—and I am almost 
ashamed to refer to it—but the hon. 
Member for Cardiff made a speech earlier 
in the evening in which he attacked the 
Government with considerable feeling, 
and especially myself. He seemed to 
think that, whether the Government 
policy was good or bad, it must certainly 
be bad if it was advocated by the Colonial 
Secretary. He has got the Colonial 
Secretary on the brain ; I am to him what 
King Charles’s head was to Mr. Dick’s 
memorial. But I cannot make out why 
he attacks me with so much violence. He 





Mr. J. Chamberlain. 
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always professes his loyalty to his party, 
and I am sure he does it with perfect 
sincerity, yet he never speaks but to 
attack some representative Member of the 
Government. For a long time I was 
totally unable to make out why. I knew 
it could not bea personal feeling against 
myself, for I do not think I have ever 
spoken to the hon. Member, therefore he 
could not have any quarrel with me. 
Then I felt it must be some great 
question of principle, but fortunately 
the hon. Member himself relieved 
my mind, for some time ago I ob- 
served that some of his constituents 
were impertinent enough to ask why he, 
a supporter of the Government, so often 
attacked members of the Government. 
Well, he gave them a proper dressing, 


| and he explained afterwards to a reporter 


in an interview, a report of which appeared 


|in his own newspaper in Cardiff, that he 


was not actuated by any antagonistic 
feeling either against the Government or 
the Colonial Secretary, but that he was 
in the position of a man who is looking 
through the keyhole into a banqueting 
room in which the Liberal Unionist party 


| were eating, enjoying themselves, and 


making merry. Well, looking through a 
keyhole is not a very dignified posi- 
tion—— 

Mr. J. M. MACLEAN: I beg the 
right hon. Gentleman’s pardon ; let us be 
accurate. What appeared in the paper 
was descriptive of the general character 
of the party, and did not apply to myself 
in any way. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: [I do not 
know what authority the hon. Gentleman 
has for applying it to other members of 
the party ; but at any rate I would sug: 
gest to the hon. Gentleman that the 
process which he describes so graphically is 
apt to produce a distorted vision. Now 
what is his point about the Colonial 
Secretary? My noble friend has ex- 
plained with absulute accuracy what took 
place; but what an extraordinary idea 
the hon. Member must. have of the power 
of the Colonial Secretary! What is his 
theory? It is that the Colonial Secre- 
tary first forced the hand of the Secretary 
of State for India, that he then hypno- 
tised Lord Curzon, and by some process 
of suggestion he influenced the whole of 
the members of the Council in India, not 
one of whom he has ever seen; and 
lastly, for the same reason, in some 
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occult, mysterious, and pernicious way he 
influenced the Council of India in this 
country. Well, really the hon. Member 
pays me a compliment I do not deserve. 
I am Colonial Secretary, and when a 
colony appeals to me, as Mauritius did, 
reporting that its trade is in a parlous 
state, in a sad condition, and that it 
will be seriously endangered unless some- 
thing is done in the shape of legislation 
in India, it is my duty to convey that 
information to the Secretary of State for 
India. I said at the time that the inte- 
rests of India would dictate the decision 
of the Secretary of State in Council, but 
that, so far as I was concerned, I hoped 
the condition of Mauritius would be 
sympathetically considered by the 
Council in India. There are two or three 
objections taken with which I will deal 
in a few minutes. It is complained 
that the Indian Government and Council 
decided without completing the inquiry 
which they had then undertaken. Well, 
as my noble friend has pointed out, in 
the interval he had information that 
led him to believe that if he did not act soon 
his object would be frustrated by a large 
importation of foreign bounty-fed sugar. 
But, after all, the inquiry on which he 
was engaged could not add much infor- 
mation which would affect his decision, 
because all the inquiry would be to show 
what was the effect of the importation of 
sugar up to that time. It is admitted 
that they interfered before importation 
had become a matter of great importance. 
No serious effect was anticipated up to 
that time. The steps that were taken 
were preventive steps. Well, then, the 
same reply also answers the objection 
that it was unnecessary to interfere 
because the amount was so small. Yes, 
it was small up to the time importation 
took place, but it was growing rapidly, 
and there was not the slightest doubt that 
there would have been an enormous intro- 
duction of sugar, diverted from the United 
States and imported into India, if it had 
not been for the wise policy of the Indian 
Government. Then, it is said that the 
true policy of the Indian Government 
was not to put on countervailing duties, 
hut to encourage better methods of pro- 
duction. That has often been said about 
the West Indies and other colonies ; but 
it is an absurd argument, and shows 
entire ignorance of the situation. You 
cannot encourage better production, you 
cannot introduce new energy and new 
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capital, unless you can give stability to 
the industry. What is my position at 
this moment? Have I not been for 
months, I may almost say for two years, 
considering night and day methods by 
which the past prosperity of the West 
Indies might be restored, and by which 
the fatal effects of bounties might be 
removed ? And my efforts in that direc- 
tion have been largely bent to securing, 
among other things, the introduction of 
fresh capital and fresh energy. 1 went to 
people who are interested in the largest 
undertakings in this country, who have 
the possession of the largest capital and 
have shown the greatest energy ; and at 
this moment I have a statement by one 
of these parties that he would to-morrow 
engage to invest a million sterling in the 
production of sugar in the West Indies if 
the Government would guarantee him 
against an increase in the bounties that 
are now given by foreign countries to 
beet sugar. Now, a last word in regard 
to Protection. It is said that if we im- 
pose countervailing duties foreign coun- 
tries will retaliate. Sir, they will 
retaliate, no doubt, if it is to their in- 
terest to do so; but it is not to their 
interest to do so. They take from us 
nothing now, they take nothing from 
India, that they can help taking. They 
take the raw materials for their own 
manufactures ; they would injure them- 
selves much more than India and us 
if they retaliated by refusing them. 
They cannot refuse cotton, they cannot 
refuse tea, they cannot refuse jute, and 
other products of India to which the 
hon. Member for Wolverhampton re- 
ferred ; and under these circumstances, 
in my opinion, there is no practical fear 
whatever that they would retaliate in 
any way by the increase of duties. I 
would say then, in conclusion, that it 
appears to me the issues before us are 
simple. In the first place, we have to 
decide whether or not there is such an 
overwhelming, over-mastering principle, 
either in connection with Free Trade or 
anything else, as to put countervailing 
duties out of court, and prevent their 
consideration on their merits. In the 
second place, we have to decide whether 
we are willing to overrule the clearly 
expressed opinion of the authoritative 
representatives of Indian interests, and 
whether we are to do that avowedly in 
the interests—the very indirect interests 
as I consider—of the British consumer. 
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These are the two principles, at any rate, 
that are to be decided by our vote to- 
night. But I go one step further. I 
would say also that, in my opinion, even 
if we thought the policy of the Indian 
Government to be wrong, we should 
still hesitate before we over-ruled it. 
But, Sir, the (Government hold, and 
they are perfectly willing to accept 
the responsibility for that opinion, 
that the policy of the Government 
of India was right. They hold that 
the Government of India was right in 
relieving the burden imposed by this most 
pernicious system of bounties, in securing 
to one of the staple productions of India 
equal opportunity with its foreign com- 


petitors, and in neutralising the arbitrary | 


advantage which the foreigner is seeking 
to obtain in a market to which he has no 
natural claim. 


Stk H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): We have listened to 
two speeches of extreme interest from my 
right hon. friend, the Member for Bodmin, 
and from the right hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down. They were lec- 
tures on the subject of Free Trade, 
dealing with the theory and the practice 
of Free Traders, and it will be somewhat 
of a relief to the House to know, especi- 
ally with the scanty time at my disposal, 
that it is not my intention to inflict upon 
the House a third essay upon that sub- 
ject. My right hon. friend the Member 
for Bodmin spoke with his usual warmth 
and enthusiasm. I cannot rise, myself, 
quite to the heights of economic philo- 
sophy to which my right hon. friend has 
attained, but in the main I accept his 
doctrines and agree with his conclusions. 
The noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for India, in the early part of the evening, 
when he rose to address the House, began 
by asking those of his hon. friends 
who had put down Amendmenis to 
this Motion not to move the Amendments 
which stood in their names. I heard this 
appeal without surprise, because on look- 
ing at the Paper it was evident that the 
Amendments showed how far this 
question reaches — how very far it 
goes beyond the mere question of India 


Mr. J. Chamberlain. 


{COMMONS} 
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and the Mauritius, and of their relations 
to the bounty-fed sugar - producing 
countries, and displayed really the 
motives and intentions which underlie 
the policy in the minds of many of those 
who support it. But I need not have 
formed this estimate of the noble Lord’s 
motive, because from the moment he 
began his speech it became apparent, and 
it became still more apparent in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down, that the main part of 
their policy, which they are now seeking 
to apply to India, it is their intention 
to apply at a more convenient time to 
this country. The noble Lord invited 
my right hon. friend to go to the 
country in defence of the system of 
bounties ; but the noble Lord must know 
perfectly well that we are as much 
opposed to the system of bounties as he 
is. I agree with my right hon. friend 
in that I regard bounties as merely another 
form of protective duties. We need not 
speculate as to which is the worse of the 
two. These bounties appear to me to 
be bad, to disturb trade, to hinder the de- 
velopment of the country, and above all to 
punish the very nations which employ them. 
So that I do not know what there is to 
be said in favour of them. There is no 
quarrel between us on that score at all. 
Where we differ is as to the remedy to be 
applied. The noble Lord spoke of himself 
as an old Free Trader. The right hon. 
Gentleman who has just sat down has told 
us that there are new doctrines of Free 
Trade, which are altogether heretical. 
The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
is a good judge of new doctrines. For 
my part I prefer, if a doctrine is to be 
developed, that it should be developed in 
a forward, rather than in a backward 
sense ; and if it was a new development 
of the old Free Trade principle I should 
not be afraid of it on that account. But 
when he said that retaliatory duties— 
what are called countervailing duties, I 
prefer to call them retaliatory duties— 
were accepted, and were advocated in 
certain cases by the old orthodox Free 
Traders, I cannot but call to mind a 
maxim which is constantly quoted, and 
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which is, I think, one of the standing | to obtain the facts from them, and that 
maxims on this topic-—the words of Sir|inquiry was not concluded, and the 
Robert Peel, when he said that he would | reports had not been received, at the time 
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“fight hostile tariffs by free imports.” 
That was the way in which old Free 
Traders, the high priests of Free Trade, 
intended to deal with such a case as we 
have before us. I prefer the old method 
to the new, Mr. Speaker, and when the 
noble Lord challenges us to go to the 
country, as he did, as the advocates of 
bounties, my reply is, in the first place, 
tiat we are not advocates of boun- 
ties, and, in the second place, I 
would invite him, on his part, to 


go to the country with the cry of | 


“ Retaliatory tariffs and dearsugar.” There 
is much interest taken in the relations of 
these two Cabinet Ministers to each 


other. There was a suspicion engendered | 


by the Blue Book which is before us that 
the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for India has been acted upon, has been 
driven into this policy, and, in fact, has 


been obliged to make himself the obedient | 


servant of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies. I am bound to say there was 
nothing in this which seemed to me 
« priort improbable. But one thing 
cannot be denied, and that is, that from 
the very moment the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies appears upon the scene, 
activity is shown in the India Office in 
pushing this new policy. Evidently 
there was no positive action taken until 
he read this new economic catechism. 
One thing is certain—and it is a very re- 
markable fact—that the proposals of these 
new duties did not originate in India, 
wherever they did originate. I have not 
time to go over the list of dates which 
was given by my hon. friend the Member 
for Wolverhampton, which proves con- 
clusively that the Government of India 
not only expressed a contrary opinion a 
few months before—and that contrary 
opinion was not an opinion contrary to 
the adoption of that policy at that par- 
ticular moment, as the right hon. Gentle- 
man says, but an opinion contrary to it 
in general terms—but they had also 
engaged in an elaborate inquiry, which, 
oddly enough, was initiated by the 
very Department of the Government over 
which Sir James Westland presides, 
which is some proof that he was not so 
fixed in his opinion as the right hon. 








|the decision of the Government was 
|taken. So that that decision was taken 
| upon English information, and not upon 
information from India. The noble 
Lord said, and the right hon. Gentleman 
repeated it, that they had information 
which led them to believe that there was 
serious danger impending. What was 
| that information? If it was Indian infor- 
mation it must have been in the possession 
|of Lord Curzon when he told us in the 
'month of January that he was himself 
instituting a fresh inquiry in order to 
ascertain the effects of the duties. I wish 
to bring before the House one or two 
figures which bear upon this supposed 
danger to the cultivation of sugar in 
India, and to the sugar industry in India. 
I will confine myself to the question of 
imports. It was said that the imports 
from the beet-sugar countries had reached 
alarming proportions, and that they were 
interfering with the imports from Mau- 
ritius. What are the figures? The 
figures show that in the average for the 
_years from 1890 to 1895 the imports 
|from Mauritius were 71,610 tons; in 
| 1896-97 they were 83,300 tons; in 
| 1897-98 they were 88,900 tons; and in 
| 1898-99 they were 105,280 tons—a 
i steady, wholesome, healthy increase 
| year by year, showing no falling off 
land no tendency to fluctuate. But 
|from Germany and Austria there came, 
| in the average of 1890 to 1895, 17,800 
‘tons; in 1896-97, 43,750 tons—a very 
| great increase ; in 1897-98, 107,550 tons 
| —again a huge increase ; but in 1898-99, 
which is the critical year, they had fallen 
to 73,490 tons. So that there was 
actually a falling off in the very imports 
which are the foundation for this policy 
of countervailing duties. There are other 
figures which bear closely on this matter. 
| have here the figures of the exports of 
| sugar from Germany to the United States 
|during the last three years. They are 
| given in millions of pounds, and are for 
| nine months in each year. In 1897 Ger- 
| many exported to the United States 778 
millions of pounds. Then there were 
countervailing duties put on by the 
United States Government, with the 
result that in 1898 the exports from 








Gentleman represented. They engaged | Germany to the United States, instead of 
in an inquiry to ascertain the opinion of | being 778 millions of pounds, were only 40 
the different provincial Governments and | millions of pounds. (Cheers.) Yes, but in 








1311 Indian Turiff {COMMONS} 


1899—the year which ended afew months! errors of other people by committing 
ago—the exports amounted to 658 mil-| financial errors of your own. If the policy 
lions. of pounds. So that the United | of countervailing duties is good for India, 
States is the quarter to which have been | it is good for this ‘country or the West 
attracted the large over stocks of German | Indies. We are opposed to it in both. 
sugar which so frightened the noble Lord | The Government ought honestly to have 
the Secretary of State for India, and these | said whether they really intend to extend 
stocks have gone to America despite these countervailing duties to this country 
those counterv: ailing duties which the | and to the West Indies. The noble Lord 
noble Lord thinks will work wonders | ‘thought he had placed us in a difficulty 
in the case of India. | by bringing up the duty of 5 per cent. 
| on cotton and the surtax on foreign 
*Sm EDWARD CLARKE (Plymouth): | spirits. But the answer is that we 
And the duties were paid upon them. | have no objection to these duties imposed 
for revenue purposes. It is to duties im- 
Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : | posed for protective purposes that we 
I pointed out that the quantity ex-| object. Sir James. Westland, who has 
ported to the United States, which | bee: referred to in terms to which I quite 
fell to 40 millions of pounds in 1898, | agree as to his eminence and his great 
rose again to 658 millions of pounds last | career, has emphatically pronounced in 
year, and this corresponds to the falling | the debate in the Indian Council that this 
off in the exports from Germany to India, | measure opens up an entirely new chapter 
so that the relation between the two is | in our fiscal history. That is why we 
clearly proved. The salient facts of the | support the Motion. A new chapter is 
situation, then, are the falling off in the | being opened up, says this great financial 
export of sugar from Germany to India, | authority ; but where is that chapter to 
and the steady increase in the export of | be closed, how is it to be closed, and what 
sugar from Mauritius to India. And | is to be the effect before it is closed? We 
therefore I will be content to leave it to| adhere to the old-fashioned policy under 
the two right hon. Ministers facing me | which Great Britain and India also have 
to decide, if by this measure they succeed | flourished. It is matter of common know- 
in excluding bounty-fed sugar from com- | ledge that the nations of Europe are be- 
petition, which country is to benefit. Is | coming tired of these bounties; that 
India, according to the glowing picture of |Germany and Austria are willing to 
the noble Lord, to develop her sugar in- abandon them if France would do it at 
dustry so as to supply not only her own; the same time. Let us hope that they 
wants, but the wants of all the world? In| will see the mischievous effect of these 
that case, what is to become of Mauritius, | bounties upon their own people, and by 
the prosperity of which is so dear to the | the pursuance of our remonstrance against 
Colonial Secretary 2? On the other hand, | the course they are maintaining we shall 
if Mauritius is to flood the Indian market | be more likely to achieve our end than 
with its sugar, where is the benefit to the | by departing from the sound financial 
Indian trade? On the general question | practise of this country. 
of Free Trade it is unnecessary for me to | 
argue just now. But we are opposed to | 
bounties as to protective duties, and what 
we say is, Do not correct the financial | 29 
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(Question put. 
The House divided: Ayes, 152; noes, 
3. (Division List No. 193.) 
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| Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 


Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 
Spicer, Albert 
Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Stevenson, Francis 8. 
Strachey, Edward 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 
Walton, John L. (Leeds, S.) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts.) 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J.( York, W. R.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H.(Middlesbrough) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES -- 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, Sir H. D. (Chatham) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dickson-Poynder, Sir J. P. 


| Digby, John K. D. W.- 


Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir Fred. D. 


| Dorington, Sir John Edward 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 
Elliot, Hon A. Ralph D. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon A. Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJ.(Man’r) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Gedge, Sydney 
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Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs,Hn.A.G.H.(CityofLond 
‘Gibbs, Hon. Vicary(St. Albans) 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geo’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 

Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, Hy. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Gunter, Colonel 

Hall, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wm. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hill, Rt. Hn. A.Staveley(Staffs. 
Hoare, EdwBrodie( Hampstead 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R. (Bow) 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howell, William Tudor 
Howorth, Sir Henry — 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Ceci 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Hutchinson, Capt.G. W.Grice- 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jackson, Rt. Hon. Wm. Lawies 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kemp, George 

Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Win. 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

King, Sir Henry Seymour 
Knowles, Lees 

Laurie, Lient.-General 
Lawrence, Sir. E. D.-(Corn.) 
Lawrence, W. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. E. H. | 
Lees, Sir Elliott (Birkenhead) | 


Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie | 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION 


Adjournment of 











Resolution reported— 


“That it is expedient to authorise the pay- 
ment, out of moneys to be provided by Parlia- 


PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) [EXPENSES]. 


{COMMONS} 


Leighton, Stanley 

Llewellyn, E. H. (Somerset) 
Llewelyn, Sir D. (Swansea) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, G. Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lowther,RtHnJ W(Cumb land 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David go ro 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J. (Antrim,E. 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W.F. 
Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 
Mellor, Colonel] (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Waiter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham(Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Northcote, Hon. SirH.Stafford 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Parnell, John Howard 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Pilkington, R.(Lanes, Newton 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


| Pretyman, Ernest George 


Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 

Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 

Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rankin, Sir James 

Rasch, Major Frederie Carne 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
tentoul, James Alexander 


Scotland.” 
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Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Robinson, Brooke 

Rothschild, Hn. Lionel Walt’r 
Round, James 

Russell, Gen. F. 8. (Chelten’m) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. Thos. M. 
Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. J. (Somerset) 
Stanley, Henry M. (Lambeth) 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs.) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart, Sir M.J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James H enry 

Stone, Sir Bena min 

Strauss, Arthu 

Sutherland, Sir Thomas 
Talbot, Lord Er. (Chichester) 
Talbot, Rt. Hn. J.G.(Ox. Univ. 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Valentia, Viscount 

Vincent, Col.Sir C. E. Howard 
Ward, Hon. Robt. A. (Crewe) 
Warde, Lieut.-Col.C. E. (Kent) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-u.-L.) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E.R.(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Young, Commander(Berks,E ) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Provisional Orders in matters relating to 


Resolution agreed to. 


BATHS AND WASHHOUSES ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 


ment, of any remuneration, allowances, and 





expenses that may become payable under any 
Act of the present session to provide for im- 
proving and extending the procedure for | 
obtaining Parliementary powers by way of | 


Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes 
after Twelve oclock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LONDON AND NORTH - WESTERN 


RAILWAY (ADDITIONAL POWERS) 
BILL. 
Examiner’s Certificate of non-com- 


pliance with the Standing Orders referred 
to the Standing Orders Committee on 
Thursday next. 


KENSINGTON AND NOTTING' HILL 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING BILL. 


SHIREBROOK AND DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 


STAFFORDSHIRE  STIPEN- 
DIARY JUSTICE BILL. 


NOTTINGHAM CORPORATION BILL. 
WOLVERHAMPTON TRAMWAYS 
BILL [Lords]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL. 


WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 


SOUTH EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Committee to meet on Monday next. 
BARRY RAILWAY BILL. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (NEW RAILWAYS) BILL. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE RAIL- 
WAY (VARIOUS POWERS) BILL. 
Committee to meet on Friday next. © 


BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION | BILL 


{Lords}. 
Commons’ Amendments considered, and 
agreed to. 
COLLEGE (MANCHESTER) 
BILL [Lords]. 
Committed forthwith; Reported with 
Amendments. 


OWENS 


WOKING WATER AND GAS BILL. 
Read 2*, and committed. 
PARK (LONDONDERRY) 
BILL [Lords]. 
Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
Vou. LXXII. 


BROOKE’S 


[FoURTH SERIES. | 


{16 June 1899} 
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BLACKPOOL IMPROVEMENT BILL. 
DARWEN CORPORATION BILL. 
DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 


Brought from the Commons; read 1*, 
and referred to the Examiners. 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL. 


The Chairman of Committees informed 
the House that the opposition to the Bill 
was withdrawn: The order made on the 
Ist instant discharged; and Bill com- 
mitted. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL [Lords]. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL [Lords]. 


WEST MIDDLESEX WATER BILL. 
AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL. 
EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 
MILTON CREEK CONSERVANCY BILL. 
GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


GREAT WESTERN AND GREAT CEN- 
TRAL RAILWAY COMPANIES BILL. 


Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be proposed 
to the House to form the Select Com- 


-| mittee for the consideration of the said 


Bills ; (viz.), 
E. Spencer (chairman), 
V. Falmouth, 
L. Boston, 
L. Crofton, 
L. Sudley (E. Arran) ; 


agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
accordingly: The Committee to meet on 
Thursday next, at Eleven o'clock ; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, 
with leave to the petitioners praying to 
be heard by counsel against the Bills to 
be heard as desired, as also counsel for 
the Bills. 


GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
BILL [Lords]. 


WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
BILL [Lords]. 


GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIRMA- 
TION BILL [Lords]. 


Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


3A 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL [Lords]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 15) BILL [Lords]. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bills reported without Amend- 
ment: Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bills to be read 3‘ on Monday next. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. !1) BILL [Lords]. 


House in Committee (according to 
order) : 
Committee negatived; the Report of 
Amendments to be received on Monday 
next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


CENTRAL ELECTRIC SUPPLY BILL. 
CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY BILL. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


GAS LIGHT AND COKE COMPANY 
BILL. 
LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 


COAST RAILWAY (VARIOUS POWERS) 

BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the Lord Brougham and Vaux 
be proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Duke of Bedford; and 
that the Lord Brougham and Vaux be 
chairman of the said Committee; read, 
and agreed to. 


STAFFORDSHIRE RAILWAY 


BILL [Lords]. 

LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN 

RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the Lord Amherst of Hackney 
be proposed to the House as a member of 
the Select Committee on the said Bills in 
the place of the Lord Farnham; read, 
and agreed to. 


NORTH 


RETURNS, REPORTS, &c. 

MERCHANT SEAMEN’S FUND. 
Account of the receipt and expenditure 
under the Seamen’s Fund Winding-up 


{LORDS} 


Amendments made; Standing | 
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| Act, from 1st January to 31st December, 

1898 ; Laid before the House (pursuant 
| to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 





| LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 


To be read 2? on Tuesday next. 
y 


| (The 
| Lord President, Duke of Devonshire). 


FINANCE BILL. 
(SECOND READING.) 


| Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
| ing read. 


Read 2* (according to order); Com- 
mittee negatived: Then Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. considered (accordin: to 
order), and dispensed with: Bill read 3°, 
and passed. 


TRAWLERS’ CERTIFICATES SUSPEN- 
SION BILL [Lords]. 
Amendments reported (according to 
order) ; further Amendments made ; and 
Bill to be read 3* on Thursday next. 


EDUCATION (DEFEC- 
EPILEPTIC CHILDREN) 


ELEMENTARY 
TIVE AND 
BILL [Lords]. 


To be read 2* on Tuesday next. 


QUESTIONS. 


INDENTURING IN WESTERN 
AUSTRALIA. 

*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
My Lords, I desire to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for the Colonies to 
explain fully the nature of the indenturing 
arrangements in Western Australia, and 
to state why the Secretary of State 
abolished the Aborigines Protection 
Board in that colony without previously 
informing Parliament of his intention, as 
he had promised should be done ; and to 
ask what this board is doing now that it 
has been made a branch of the Perth 
Government, and under what conditions 
J.P.’s are appointed for the outlying parts 
of the colony. As I have already in- 
formed my noble friend, I have nothing 
to add to the notice except to give him 
the extract in which Mr. Chamberlain 
promised to lay the information before 

arliament. [t appears in a Parliamentary 
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Paper C. 8350, page 138, No. 44, and is as , the Papers C. 8,350, that the arrangement 


follows : 
“Mr. CHAMBERLAIN to GOVERNOR SIR 
GERARD SMITH. 
- August 21, 1896. 
“T have now, therefore, to request you to in- 
form Sir John Forrest that, after further con- 
sideration of the representations which he has 
made, I am prepared to lay the 


correspondence before Parliament with a view | 


to ascertaining the general feeling of the 
House of Commons on the subject.” 


THE UNDER ‘SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror THE COLONIES (the Earu 
of SELBORNE): My Lords, the) 


“Indenturing” system is regulated by 


Part IV. of the Aborigines Protection | 
Act, 1886; from which it appears that a | 


the instructions of the board, but now of 


the Minister, apprentice a native or half- | 


easte child until he reached the age of 21. | 
It is hardly possiblé within the limits of a | 


reasonable explanation to give all the | 
its | 
the | 


with 
if 


details of the arrangement 
accompanying regulations, but 


| 


| was that the board was to be abolished 


| 


and its functions discharged by a Govern- 
ment sub-department under the control of 


/a responsible Minister, and that it has, 


| therefore, now ceased to exist. 


The work 


/is now entirely under a Department of 


| the Government. 


The 


answer to the 


‘concluding paragraph of the question 


resident magistrate could at that time on | 8 1 sparsely populated 
/such as in Western Australia, always to 


noble Lord desires, I will gladly furnish | 
|Lords, this matter is more important 


him with a copy of the Act. I may say 


that this system of indenturing is not one | 


of entirely recent growth, but has arisen 
from experience under the system of 
Crown and Colony Government as well 
as during the present régime. In reply to 
the second portion of his question, the 
noble Lord will see, on reference to Blue 


Book C. 8,350, published in February, | 


1897, that what Mr. Chamberlain said 
(August 21st, 1896, page 138) was that he 
was prepared, if Sir John Forrest would 


state what arrangements he proposed to | 


make for fixing definitely the responsi- 
bility for, &c., to lay the correspondence 
before Parliament with a view to ascef- 


taining the general feeling of Parliament | 


on the subject. This Sir John Forrest and 


the legislature did in the resolutions of | 
the legislature of Western Australia of | 


October 26th, 1896 (see Sir G. Smith’s 
despatch of December 4th, 1896, page 141 
of the Blue Book), and the correspondence 
was duly laid before Parliament in Feb- 
ruary, 1897. As Parliament took no 


notice of the correspondence, Mr. Chamber- | 


lain had no longer any reason for refusing 
to accept the proposals of the Western Aus- 


is that justices of the peace in Western 
Australia, as elsewhere, are appointed 
by the Governor on the recommendation 
of his responsible advisers, and hold 
office during pleasure. The Agent-General 
of Western Australia has pointed out 
to me what must occur to the noble 
Lord—namely, how extremely difficult it 
community, 


| find first-rate men for the office of 
magistrate. He assures me that the 
Government do exercise the greatest 


possible care in making their appoint- 
ments. 


*THE MARQUESS or RIPON: My 


than perhaps might be gathered from the 
short answer which has been given by the 
noble Earl the Under Secretary of State, 
and I hope your Lordships will pardon 
me, as I was Secretary of State for the 
Colonies when this question was_ first 
raised, if I make a few observations upon 
it. I do not propose, in the observations 
I desire to address to the House, to 
criticise or to raise any objection to the 
course which has been taken by the 
right hon. Gentleman the present Secre- 
tary of State in the abolition of the 


Aborigines Protection Board. I think 
the conclusion to which he has come 
was, under the circumstances, prob- 


ably inevitable, but the circumstances of 
the case are worth considering. When 
responsible government was first given to 
Western Australia there was a strong 
feeling, as I have always understood, in 
the other House of Parliament with 
regard to the question of treatment of 
natives in the colony, and it was made 
a condition of the granting of responsible 
government to Western Australia in 1890 


‘that a board should be appointed, the 


tralian Government, and they were so in- | 


formed on July 10th, 1897, nearly six 
months after Parliament had 


been | 


placed in possession of the correspondence. | 
As to the third portion of this question, | 


members of which should be nominated 
by the Governor, not upon the advice of 
his new responsible Ministers, but uon 
his own personal authority, and that it 
should have at its disposal the sum of 


the noble Lord will see, on reference to | £5,000a year to be voted by the Western 


3 A 2 
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Australian Parliament, which sum _ it 
should dispose of entirely at its own 
pleasure, without any reference to the 
local Government. The people of 
Western Australia accepted the con- 
dition. They passed the Constitution 
Act with that provision in it, and 
it was well known and well understood 
that this was the only means by which 
the grant of responsible government to 
the colony would have been accepted 


{LORDS} 





at the time by the Imperial Parlia- | 
ment. I think the Act was _ passed 
in the year 1890. Two years after- 
wards, in 1892, just after I became 
Secretary of State for the Colonies, remon- 
strances, couched in very strong language, 
were received at the Colonial Office 
against the continuance of this board. 
It did not require much time to see that 
a board of this kind, composed in this 
way and spending at its own will and 
pleasure money voted by the Colonial 
Parliament without any reference to the 
Colonial Ministers, was not a board which 
could be long maintained in the face of 
the system of responsible government then 
established in Western Australia. But I 
am bound to say that, recollecting that 
the Act of Parliament had only been 
passed two years, it did seem to me 
rather a premature proceeding on the 
part of the colony to demand the aboli- 
tion of an institution the establishment of 
which had been part of the understanding 
upon which responsible government had 
been granted; and while I always ad- 
mitted that the arrangement was neces- 
sarily a temporary one, I did not feel 
myself able to advise at that time that 
this board should be abolished. I made 
various proposals, with which I need not 
trouble your Lordships, to mitigate the 
objections which were felt in some minor 
points, but Sir John Forrest and _ his 
Government were not willing to accept 
these suggestions, their objection being 
to the general principle, and not to | 
matters of detail. They made complaints | 
against the board which they did not, 
as I thought, establish, but the essence 
of their objection was that the existence | 
of a board of this kind was incon-| 
sistent with the grant of constitu- | 
tional government to the colony, and 
when you find that the board, having 
£5,000 a year at its disposal, spent | 
sometimes not much more than half that | 
sum, and was therefore accumulating | 
in its hands a sum of money, besides the 


Marquess of Lipon. 
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annual grants raised by the colony, it is 
not surprising, I admit, that a responsible 
Government and a Colonial Parliament 
should find an arrangement of that kind 
very irksome and inconsistent with the 
acknowledged principles of constitutional 
government. Therefore, my Lords, I 
had no hesitation in admitting that the 
board must be of a temporary kind, and 
all that has passed since, I imagine, is 
this, that the present Secretary of State 
has found that the state of things which 
I thought difficult to maintain has become 
still less easy to maintain ; and that after 
having, as the noble Earl has said, placed 
certain Papers before Parliament in 1897, 
he thought himself free, as those Papers 
had apparently attracted no Parliamen- 
tary attention, to consent to the abolition 
of the board, and I am not inclined to 
criticise that decision, which must have 
been arrived at sooner or later. I think 
the question was raised, as I have said, 
rather prematurely by the Colonial 
Government, but that the system could 
be maintained in the face of the grant of 
self- government to the colony for any 
length of time is, I think, a proposal 
which cannot be upheld. We have 
in this case a proof of the delicacy and the 
difficulty of dealing with these questions 
of the treatment of natives in colonies pos- 
sessing responsible self-government by the 
Government at home. In the case of Crown 
colonies and colonies administered by 
chartered companies like the British South 
Africa Company the difficulty does not 
arise. In those cases the Government at 
home has full power, and therefore it is 
right that it should have complete responsi- 
bility. 1t can order what it pleases and 
what it thinks right, and, having ordered 
it, it has the power of enforcing it. 
But in the case of colonies with responsi- 
ble government the Colonial Office has no 
power at all as regards administration. 
It cannot order anything to be done. It 
may express an opinion, but that opinion 
has no practical force whatever except 
such as may be allotted to it by the 
Colonial Government out of respect—and 
I am afraid this does not often occur—to 
the opinion of the Colonial Secretary. 
With regard to legislation, no doubt the 
Secretary of State has the power of ad- 
vising Her Majesty to withhold her 
assent from Acts of the Colonial Parlia- 
ments to which he thinks there are 
objections ; but the tendency of the 
times, growing, I think, from year to 


Western Australia. 
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year--and necessarily, in my judgment, 
growing from year to year—is that the 
Colonial Secretary should not advise the 
exercise of that power on the part of the 
Crown except in cases in which an 
Imperial interest is concerned, or, at all 
events, in cases where the matter is more 
than a purely local one. Therefore, prac- 
tically, my Lords, even in that case the 
power of the Secretary of State is not 
great, and the result is this, that the 
Home Government and the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies are supposed to 
be responsible for proceedings over which 
they have very little control. The responsi- 
bility is not real, but to a great extent 
theoretical, and, although I am not about 
toadvocate the adoption of any general 
principle or any immediate steps in the 
matter, I cannot, as the question has been 
raised, help expressing my belief that the 
ultimate solution of this question will be 
found in placing the management of 
natives in the territories of responsible 
Governments in the hands of the local 
governments themselves. They should 


have the full responsibility -the full 
responsibility before their own Par- 
liament, and before the public at 


home—for anything they may do, and 
the present supposed responsibility of 
Downing Street should no longer be 
maintained even in pabie opinion. — It 
should be admitted that these are ques- 
tions which must be dealt with by the 
local responsible Government, and must 
be dealt with by that Governmest upon 
their own responsibility and at their own 
cost. 


THE EARL or SELBORNE: I hope 
your Lordships will allow me to say one 
or two words in reply to the observations 
of the noble Marquess. I confined my 
answer to the rather technical points 
raised in the question of the noble Lord. 


THE MARQUESS or RIPON: I did 


not mean to make any complaint. 


THe EARL or SELBORNE: The 
noble Marquess has taken che opportunity 
of introducing the subject in rather a 
wider aspect. He has given vour Lord- 
ships a history of the case as it was up to 
the moment when the present Govern- 
ment came into office, and with not only 
that statement of the case—as to which 


the noble Marquess, of course, must be 
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the best informed man existing—but also 
with the impressions that the sequence of 
events had left in his mind, I have cer- 
tainly no issue to join with him. We found 
steady pressure coming from Western 
Australia to expunge from the Western 
Australian Constitution Act this particular 
provision in respect of the Aborigines 
Board, and I do not think we differed in 
any degree from the noble Marquess in 
thinking that the pressure for a change, 
relating as it did to a_ provision in 
the Act which it was agreed could 
not be permanent, was rather premature. 
The pressure, nevertheless, continued to 

fincréase rather than to diminish in 
strength. It seemed to the Legislature of 
Western Australia to be in the nature of 
a derogation of their full rights of 
responsible government. Of course, it 
is not a case in which the Government 
would wish to enter upon a perfectly use- 
less contest with the Colonial Govern- 
ment, but Mr. Chamberlain felt that it 
was quite impossible for him, or for the 
Government by itself, to consent to such 
a speedy change in a provision that had 
been special!y inserted, after careful deli 
beration, in an Act of the Imperial 
Government. He accordingly said that 
if Sir John Forrest and his Ministry 
would make their definite proposals for 
carrying on the work of the board, he 
would lay those proposals before Parlia- 
ment, and that if Parliament, which was 
responsible for the Imperial Act, raised 
no objection, then the Colonial Office 
would consent to the change. Sir John 
Forrest did make his proposals, the Papers 
were laid before Parliament, Parliament 
took no notice of them, and accordingly 
Mr. Chamberlain admitted that there was 
no further reasonable cause for holding 
out against the contention of the Govern- 
ment of Western Australia. That, my 
Lords, is the history of the case carried 
on from the point at which the noble 
Marquess left it. It would be presump- 
tuous on my part to deal with those very 
large questions raised by the noble Mar- 
quess in connection with the responsi- 
bility of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies for the treatment of aborigines 
in colonies enjoying the full benefit of 
responsible government. According to 
my slight experience, what the noble 
Marquess has said accurately depicts the 

difficulties of the Colonial Office, but I 
feel compelled to say that there seems a 

_ very imperfect understanding among some 
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sections of the public, and also among 
sections of the public Press, in this 
connection. It is not necessary to cite 


Private Bill Business. 


actual cases, but where acts, which I do | 


not criticise, and upon which I express no 
opinion, in relation to aborigines have 
been carried out by the Government of a 
self-governing country there have been 


frantic appea!s from philanthropic people | 
in this country to the Colonial Office to | 
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| THe EARL or KIMBERLEY: Tues- 
| day next will suit us. 


Private Bill Business. 


THE MARQUESS or SALISBURY: 
| Then it shall be put down for Tuesday. 
House adjourned at five o’clock to Monday 


next, a quarter before Eleven 
o clock. 


interfere withthe Governm: n‘ of the co’ony | 


to which responsible government has been 
fully granted. But that is not a possible 
situation or a possible solution. When 
we give self-government to one of our 
colonies it is given for good or for evil, 
for a whole and not for a part ; and only 
when general Imperial considerations come 


in, affecting the Empire as a whole, is | 


there an opportunity for the Colonial! 
Office to point out to the Government in 
question how far its Acts or proposed 
legislation are at variance with the 
interests of the Empireat large. So far 


as the internal government of the colony | 


is concerned, whether the supposed Acts 


refer to white or to black men, it is not | 


an exaggeration to say that the Colonial 


Ottice has no power at all; and I will go | 


further and say that if the Colonial Office 
attempted to take any share of responsi- 


bility on its shoulders in these cases it | 


would produce more evil than good. It 
would cause immense friction, it would 
probably fail in producing the effect in- 
tended, and any influence that might 
otherwise be brought to bear, by purely 
private and _ unofficial representation, 
would be rendered useless. Therefore | 
cannot too strongly say how heartily I 
agree with the general principle which has 
been laid down by the noble Marquess. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER Aanp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess oF SALIs- 
Bury): My Lords, before the House 
adjourns, I think I ought to reply to the 
question which was asked yesterday by 
the noble Earl opposite (the Earl of 
Kimberley) as to the date when the 
Second Reading of the London Govern- 
ment Bill will be taken. I understand 


that Tuesday next will suit my noble | 


friend, the Duke of Devonshire, and if it 
also suits noble Lords opposite I shall be 
pleased to put the Bill down for Second 
Reading on that day. 


Earl of Selborne. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS: 


Friday, 16th June 1899. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


DARWEN CORPORATION BILL. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. (By Order). 
Read the third time, and passed. 


CORPORATION 
ETC.) BILL. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (MONEY) 
BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


DERBY (TRAMWAYS, 


GLASGOW CORPORATION TELE- 
PHONES BILL. (By Order). 
Second Reading deferred till Friday 
June 30th. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
PROVISIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LIVERPOOL) BILL. [Lords.] 


Read a second time, and committed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 8). 


GREENOCK AND PORT GLASGOW 
TRAMWAYS BILL. 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER (Cumberland, 
Penrith): I have to move that certain 
parties be ordered to attend the Com- 
mittee on the Greenock and Port Glasgow 
Tramways Bill on Monday. As the cir- 
cumstances are a little unusual I wish to 
explain why I make the Motion instead 
of the hon. Member for Knutsford, who is 
chairman of the Committee. The fact is 
that the Committee have adjourned until 
| Monday, and it was only discovered to- 
day that it would require an Order of the 
| House to enable the gentlemen to attend 
/on that day. In the absence of the hon. 
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Member for Knutsford I take upon me the 
responsibility which ordinarily falls on 
the chairman. 


Mr. James William Lowther informed the 
House that the Committee on Group 8 of 


Railway and Tramway Bills having adjourned, | 
the parties promoting the Greenock and Port | 


Glasgow Tramways Bill [Lords], which was 


comprised in the Group, had appeared before | 


him, and proved that the evidence of Robert 
Cook, of 9, Orangefield Place, Greenock, John 
Daniel Clink, of 53, Octavia Terrace, Greenock, 
John Cameron, of 46, Linnart Street, 
Greenock, Daniel M‘Arthur Erskine, of Lin- 
nart Grove, Greenock, and Hugh M‘Master, of 
Port Glasgow, was essential to their case; and 
that their attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House. 
Ordered, that Robert Cook, John Daniel 
Clink, John Cameron, Daniel M/‘Arthur 
Erskine, and Hugh M‘Master do attend the 
Committee on Group 8 of Railway and Tram- 


way Bills upon Monday next, at half-past | 


Eleven of the clock.—(Mr. James Wiliam 


Lowther.) 


KINGSCOURT, KEADY, AND ARMAGH 
RAILWAY BILL. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I 
understand that the hon. Baronet the 
Chairman of the Committee on this Bill 
is not in his place, and that some of the 
opponents are also not in their places. I[ 
beg to postpone my Motion for the re- 
committal of the Bill till next Friday. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments (Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie 
upon the Table ; Bills, as amended, to be 
considered upon Monday next. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment (Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed) ; Report to lie 
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| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 16) BILL. 

| Reported, with Amendments ; [Pro- 
| visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
| lie upon the Table. 

Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 

Monday next. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 18) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 19) BILL. 


Reported, without Amendment ; [ Pro- 
visional Orders confirmed]; Report to 
| lie upon the Table. 

Bills to be read the third time upon 
Monday next. 


AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 


BEXHILL 


INVERNESS HARBOUR BILL. [Lords.] 
Reported. with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


WISHAW WATER BILL. (Lords. ] 


Reported, without Amendment ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BARTON-ON-SEA WATER BILL. 
[ Lords. } 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


COLONIAL AND FOREIGN BANKS 

GUARANTEE FUND BILL. [Lords.] 

Reported, with Amendments; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


CORPORATION (GAS AND 
[ Lords. ] 


GLASGOW 
WATER) BILL. 


DISTRICT 


GAINSBOROUGH URBAN 
[Lords. ] 


COUNCIL (GAS) BILL. 


DUNDEE GAS, STREET IMPROVE- 
MENTS, AND TRAMWAYS BILL. [Lords. ] 


LANARKSHIRE (MIDDLE WARD DIS- 
TRICT) WATER BILL. [Lords.] 


upon the Table ; Bills to be read the third | 


time upon Monday next. 

LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Reported, with an Amendment [Pro- 
visional Order confirmed]; Report to 
lie upon the Table. 


MILITARY 


Bill, as amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


LIVERPOOL OVERHEAD RAILWAY 
; BILL. ([Lords.] 


Reported, with Amendments , Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (No. 13) BILL. 


Reported [Provisional Order not con- 
firmed]; Report to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL 








1331 Returns, Reports, &e. 


WORCESTERSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL | 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


JONES'S DIVORCE BILL. [Lords.] 
Reported, from the Select Committee on 
Divorce Bills, without Amendment; Re- 
port to lie upon the Table. 
Bill to be read a third time. 
JONES’S DIVORCE BILL. [Lords.] 
Ordered, That the Minutes of Evider.ce 
and Proceedings in the House of Lords 
on the Second R eading of Jones’s Divorce 
Bill, together with the Documents de- 
posited in the case, be returned to the 
House of Lords ; and that the Clerk do 
carry the same.—(.1/r. Solicitor-General.) 
DERBY CORPORATION WATER BILL, 
LEICESTER CORPORATION WATER 


BILL, AND SHEFFIELD CORPORA- 
TION (DERWENT VALLEY) WATER 
BILL CONSOLIDATED INTO THE 


“DERWENT VALLEY WATER BILL.” 
with Amendments ; Report 
and to be printed. 


Reported, 
to lie upon the Table, 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to— 
FINANCE BILL, 


PEMBROKESHIRE AND  FISH- 
GUARD RAILWAY BILL, 


NORTH 


Without Amendment. 


SHOTLEY BRIDGE AND CONSETT 
DISTRICT GAS BILL, 


With Amendments. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Crayford, Halesowen, 
Handsworth, Lye and Wollescote, and 
Lymington.” [Electric Lighting Pro- 
visional Orders (No. 14) Bill. (Lords. ] 
LIG H TING PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 14) BILL. [Lords.] 

Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. [Bill 237.] 


PETITIONS 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dumfries and Maxwell- 
town, in favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


ELECTRIC 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES SERVANTS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Petition from Sheffield, in favour ; to 


Returns, Reports, &e. 


lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Dundee ;— 
and Beath ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL, 


Petition from Dundee, to lie 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW RELIEF 
MENT 


against ; 


(DISFRANCHISE- 
) 
Petition from Holbeach, for alteration 
of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 
PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from St. Andrews, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in favour, frei 
worth ;—Great Yarmouth ;—and 
bech ; to lie upon the Table. 


LIQUORS 


Sawbridge- 


Wis- 





RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 





SEAMEN’S FUND. 

—of the receipt and 
expenditure under the Seamen’s Fund 
Winding-up Act from Ist January to 
31st December, 1898 [hy Act]; to lie 
= the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


22, 
APPOINTMENTS OPEN TO 
SOLDIERS. 

Return ordered, “showing the number 
of appointments which would be open 
to reserve and retired Suldiers under 
the heads enumerated as suitable in 
Appendix to Report of Select Committee 
on Retired Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Employ- 
ment 1895; the number of Soldiers now 
holding such appointments; and the 
number of vacancies whieh have occurred 
in such appointments since December 
1895, in the following form :— 


MERCHANT 
Account presented, 


RETIRED 
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PUBLIC INCOME AND EXPENDITURE. 

Return ordered, “of Net Public In- 
come and Net Public Expenditure under 
certain specified heads, as represented by 
Receipts into and Issues out of the 
Exchequer from 1869-70 to 1898-9, inclu- 
sive (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 344, of Session 1898).”—(Szr 
Henry Fowler.) 


Questions. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) ACT, 
1898 (METHOD OF DETERMINING 
AMOUNTS TO BE TAKEN AS 
HAVING BEEN RAISED IN STAN- 
DARD YEAR). 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum re- 
specting the method adopted in deter- 
mining the amounts of poor rate and 
county cess to be taken as having been 


raised during the standard financial 
year under Section 49 of the Local 


Government (Ireland) Act, 1898.”—(Mr. 
Gerald Balfour.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 232.] 


sill to amend the Shop Hours Act, 
1892, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Steadman, Sir Charles Dilke, and Mr. 
Woods. 


SHOP HOURS ACT (1892) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

“To amend the Shop Hours Act, 
1892,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 28th June, and to be 
printed. [Bill 232. ] 


FIRE BRIGADES. 

Ordered, That Mr. Alfred Thomas be 
discharged from the Select Committee on 
Fire Brigades. 

Ordered, That Mr. William Jones be 
added to the Committee.—(Wr. Munro 
Ferguson.) 


QUESTIONS. 
MOUNTAIN AND GARRISON 
ARTILLERY. 

Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER (Belfast, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, in view of the 
reorganisation of the Royal Regiment of 
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Artillery, the right of officers serving 
in the mounted and garrison branches 
respectively will be re-established. 

THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynNbDHAM, 
Dover): The practice alluded to was at 
all times tempered by selection for Horse 
and Mountain Batteries. It involved an 
undesirable amount of complicated mani- 
pulation, and was therefore abolished in 
1891. There is no intention to restore 


It. 


RECRUITS’ RATIONS. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S8.): I 
beg to ask the Under-Secretary of State 
for War whether a recruit joining at a 
regimental depot is put through a severe 
course of gymnastic and other training, 
chiefly in the open air, for a period of 
three months ; and whether he is aware 
that the bread ration, one pound per diem, 
issued to him is regarded as altogether 
insufficient ; and, having regard to the 
fact that the recently established ‘“ mess- 
ing allowance ” does not apply, would he 


consider the advisability of establishing 
SHOP HOURS ACT (1892) AMENDMENT. | 


an increased bread ration for the recruit 
during this period. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: It is true that the 
“messing allowance” is not given to a 
recruit, but this only affects his pocket. 
He shares with his comrades in the addi- 
tional messing, which includes extra 
bread. But, in his case, threepence 1s 
still stopped out of his pay. 


EDWARD LYNCH’S PENSION. 
Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 


Under-Secretary of State for War whether 
an ex-soldier, named Edward Lynch, who 
was discharged from the Army in 1881, 
received no pension until 1894, when a 
pension was granted and some arrears 
paid. Will he explain why, since then, 
the pension has been discontinued. And, 
whether he will have the case re-con- 
sidered with a view to the restoration of 
the pension. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Edward Lynch 
was discharged from the Army in 1882, 
and at first was refused a pension, in con- 
sequence of some informality in his 
discharge documents. On_reconsidera- 
tion, however, the Commissioners of 
Chelsea Hospital granted him a pension 
in 1883. At that time he could not be 
found ; but he again applied in 1894, and 
was allowed to draw his pension from 
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January, 1892. The pension has not| the noble Lord answered a similar ques- 
been discontinued. The question of | tion last Tuesday, perhaps he will kindly 
allowing arrears from 1882 to 1892 is| state if any additional facts have tran- 
under consideration. spired. 

| Lorp G. HAMILTON: On Monday 
| Inet I fully answered this question in 
reply to the hon. Member for South 
Mayo, and I must refer the hon. Gentle- 
man to that answer. I stated that every 
means at the disposal both of the civil 
and military authorities in Rangoon would 
be used for the purpose of bringing the 





THE CONNAUGHT RANGERS AT 
MEERUT. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- | 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for India whether his attention 
has been drawn to the shooting case in | 
which four private s of the Connaught | 
Rangers came into collision with some | perpetrators of this disgraceful outrage to 
natives near Meerut in December last, | ait S 
and which has aroused considerable | J ¥ 
interest in India; and whether, in view; Mr. DAVITT (Mayo, S.): Is it the 
of the frequent occurrence of such conflicts | intention of the Government to allow this 
in India, due to the practice of British | regiment to remain at Rangoon after such 
soldiers carrying firearms whilst off duty, | a cowardly outrage ? 
he _-oneserraiaer ieee gn stringent | loan G. HAMILTON: I think that 
eee lead aa ae ere question is hardly germane to the ques- 
=e nines neni j ; tion on the paper. A court of inquiry is 

THE SECRETARY oF STATE FOR | now investigating the facts, and until its 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamttton, Middlesex, report has been received it is impossible 
Ealing): I have seen with much regret a to say what action should be taken; but 
newspaper report of the occurrence re- the occurrence does not reflect well on the 
ferred to, and have observed that it was | state of discipline in the regiment. 
found by the High Court of the North- | o 
Western Provinces that the soldiers acted | Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Have none 
in self defence. As regards the second | of the culprits been detected ? 


part of the question, the Government of| Jorn G HAMILTON: One man has 
India were consulted by me last year, and | already been tried, and has been acquitted, 
were of opinion that there was no ground | the judge concurring in the acquittal. A 
for special measures. In this opinion T) court of inquiry was directed to be insti- 
concur. The regulations for the grant | tuted by the Government of India in 
to soldiers of shooting —_ which were | order to ascertain, if possible, the culprits, 
revised in 1892 and 1895, are already who have hitherto escaped detection. 

very stringent. The hon. Member is 
mistaken in supposing that cases of col-- yrp SWIFT MACNEILL (Donegal, 
lision between British soldiers and S.): Is it a fact that the watostunain 


natives are of frequent occurrence. / woman who was the victim of this outrage 
OUTRAGE BY BRITISH SOLDIERS AT is now dead ? 
RANGOON. | Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have not 


Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg to) heard that. 
ask the Secretary of State for India | 
whether his attention has been called to | CALCUTTA MUNICIPAL BILL. 
the disgraceful outrage upon a Burmese| Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: I beg 
lady, which was committed by from) to ask the Secretary of State for India 
twelve to sixteen men of the West Kent | whether he will state whether the Select 
Regiment at Rangoon on 2nd April last ;| Committee of the Bengal Legislative 
whether the civil authorities are power- | | Council have submitted their Reportupon 
less to discover the culprits because the | the Calcutta Municipal Bill; and, if so, 
soldiers refuse to give evidence ; whether | whether any alteration has been made in 
he is aware that some forty men were | Section 8 of the Bill, which reduces the 
either witnesses of or participants in the | representatives of the town to a minority 
outrage, and that the regimental autho-| of four in the proposed Executive Com- 
rities have so far made no arrests ; and, | mittee of twelve; and, whether he will 
whether he will cause an immediate | state what course he intends to adopt 
inquiry to be made into the matter. As | | with respect to the measure. 
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Lorpv G. HAMILTON: No report 


on the subject has yet reached me, and 
until I receive the report and the views 
of the Government of India upon the 
subject I cannot state what course may 
be taken. 


Questions. 


KURDISH ATROCITIES IN ARMENIA. 

Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he has seen a 
telegram from Vienna, dated Sunday last, 
in which it was stated that the Russian and 
French Ambassadors have raised a protest 
against the Kurdish atrocities in Armenia, 
which are increasing every day, their Ex- 
cellencies demand energetic measures, 
otherwise Turkey will be held responsible 
for the consequences ; and, in the affirma- 
tive case, will the British Ambassador at 
Constantinople be instructed to support 
their remonstrances and representations to 
the Porte. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): No in- 
formation to this effect has reached Her 
Majesty’s Government, but Her Majesty’s 
Ambassador is furnished with instructions 
which would enable him to join in any 


well-founded representations on the sub- | 


ject. 


THE TRANSVAAL OATH OF 
GIANCE. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Secretary 
of State for the Colonies whether the 
alteration of the form of the Transvaal 
oath of allegiance by omitting therefrom 
an express abjuration of all allegiance to 
any other State, as suggested by Sir 
Alfred Milner, will enable British sub- 
jects to become naturalised in the South 
African Republic without losing their 
British nationality ; if not, whether he 
will take steps to let this be known to 
British subjects in the Transvaal, so that 
they shall not unwittingly lose their 
British nationality. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The answer to the 
first part of the question is in the nega- 
tive. In answer to the second part I 
have to say that the Papers which have 
been published contain full information 
on the subject. 


ALLE- 
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| offered to the School Board at a very 
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ANTI-BOER PROPAGANDA. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether Her Majesty’s Government have 
confirmation of the statement that a body 
calling itself the South African Associa- 
tion has spent cousiderable sums of money 
upon an anti-Boer propaganda in this 
country and Cape Colony. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : No, Sir. 


THE NEWFOUNDLAND FISHERIES. 

Stir T. GIBSON - CARMICHAEL 
(Edinburgh, Mid-Lothian): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether the Committee of Inquiry upon 
the Newfoundland Fisheries, of which 
Admiral Sir James Erskine was appointed 
chairman, has yet reported ; and whether 
the desire which exists for the publica- 
tion of the Report is likely to be gratified 
at an early date. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Com- 
mission of Inquiry into the Newfoundland 
Fisheries, of which Sir John Bramston 
was Chairman, has reported. It is not 
desirable to publish the Report until the 
Departments concerned have had time to 
make their observations upon the state- 
ments and recommendations of the Com- 
missioners, and Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have arrived at a decisicn upon 
them after consultation with the Colonial 
Government. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
Can the right hon. Gentleman state 
approximately the time when the Report 
may be expected ? 


Mr. CHAMBERLAIN: No, Sir; but 
I fear it will be some considerable time. 


ORPHAN HOMES OF SCOTLAND. 

Smr CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether he is aware that some 1,000 
children of school age, inmates of the 
Orphan Homes of Scotland, on which 
over £200 of school rates were recently 
paid, have received no education for 
nearly two months, owing to the refusal 
of the School Board to receive them ; 
whether want of school accommodation 
is the reason alleged for this refusal ; 
whether he is aware that ample school 
accommodation exists in connection with 
‘the homes, and the use of it has been 
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moderate rent ; and, whether the Scottish 
Education Department intends taking any 
steps to enforce the Law of Scotland as 
to the compulsory education of all children 
of school age. 

THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. G. 
Murray, Buteshire) : The legal questions 
connected with the matter referred to in 
the hon. Member's Question are now 
under consideration, and it is. therefore 
impossible for me at present to make any 
further statement regarding it. 


Questions. 


SCOTTISH EDUCATION GRANT. 

Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I beg to ask 
the Lord Advocate wnat sum has been paid 
to the Scottish Education Department, 
in accordance with the promise of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, to make up 
the difference between the ijths and 10s. 
per child, from the passing of the Free 
Education Act till the change of the 
system. 

Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The sum 
which the Treasury, on the representa- 
tion of the Scotch Education Department, 
agreed to pay in order to make up the 
difference between }jths of the English 
grant and 10s. per child, in respect of the 
years 1892 to 1896, was £23,875. Of 
this £21,000 was voted in 1898-99, and 
£2,875 appears in the present year’s 
Estimates. 


CASE OF SARAH HALE. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) had on the paper the following 
Question: “To ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the case 
of a domestic servant, aged 16, named 
Sarah Hale, who pleaded guilty to having 
stolen from her mistress some small 
articles of jewellery, valued at 7s. 64d., 
when charged with this offence before the 
Petty Sessions at Moreton-in-Marsh, and 
was sentenced to three months’ imprison- 
ment, although it was stated that she had 
been in one or two situations previously 
where there was nothing against her 
character, and that her father and mother 
were most repectable people ; and whether, 
in view of her previous good character, 
. and of the youth of the girl, he could see 
his way to give her the benefit of the First 
Offenders Act.” On its being called, the 
hon. Member announced that he had that 
morning received from the Home Secre- 
tary a letter intimating that the sentence | 
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had been reduced to three weeks, and that 
the woman would be released the next 


day. 


THE NEW ECCLESIASTICAL JUDGE. 

Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I wish to ask tne Under Sec- 
retary to the Home Department a Ques- 
tion of which I have given him private 
notice—whether the answer which the 
right hon. Gentleman gave to my hon. 
friend the Member for the Exchange 
Division of Liverpool yesterday with 
reference to the appointment of Sir Arthur 
Charles was accurate. 

*THEUNDER SECRETARY orSTATE 
FOR THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. 
JESSE CoLLinGcs, Birmingham, Bordes- 
ley) : The answer was not quite correct in 
one particular—the statement that a Dean 
of Arches is not now appointed. On fur- 
ther inyuiry I find that Sir Arthur 
Charles has been appointed by the Arch- 
bishop of Canterbury to the ottice of Dean 


of Arches. In all other respects the 
answer is correct. 
NATIONAL DEBT ANNUITIES. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH (Larark, Partick) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is aware that the 
Commissioners of the National Debt will 
not receive applications or payments to 
increase the amount of existing annuities 
otherwise than personally ; whether he 
will give facilities by which payments to 
increase an existing annuity may be made 
by post; and whether he will provide 
that the proprietor of an annuity may be 
able to give instructions that the instal- 
ment of the annuity shall be retained and 
applied to increase the amount of the 
annuity automatically, as in the case of 
Consols. 

THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  BEacu, 
Bristol, W.): The law requires that the 
purchase-money for an annuity must be 


| paid by the purchaser or his agent to the 


cashier of the Bank of England, and, of 
course, any banker can act as an agent. 


'I could not therefore legally take the 


course suggested in the second paragraph 
of the Question. As to the last paragraph, 
I think that it must bea very rare thing 


| indeed for the proprietor of an annuity to 


desire to increase it by the application of 


|instalments of the annuity to that pur- 


pose, and without some greater evidence 





13 


of 
ia 
an 
in 


Pr 
Gr 


far 
sus 
lin 


in 
tra 


OF 

Th 
any 
stil 


AL 


Pre 
his 
rag 
Ter 
ling 
fror 
ago 
cor 
fore 
the 
cate 
We 
care 
on 

res} 
awa 
kill 
the | 


witl 
repl 
such 
sea | 
Swi 


to L 
insp 
assa 
on t 
prefi 
othe 
act, : 
ultin 





40 


at 
xt 


X- 
1€ 


1 


es 
1e 
tO 
le 
le 


J- 
d 


1e 
of 


le 
e 
e 
of 


le 
h 
h, 
8 


of 


7e 








1341 Questions. 


of demand for it I should not feel justified 
ia proposing to the Bank of England such 
an extension of the system of automatic 
investment of dividends in Consols. 


THE INNISKEEN RAILWAY 
ACCIDENT. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
he can say if the management of the 
Great Northern Railway (Ireland) has, so 
far, taken any steps to carry out the 


suggestions as to improvements on their : 


line near Culloville, made by Lieutenant- 
Colonel Addison, on the 6th April last, 
in his report upon the accident to a cattle 
train at Inniskeen. 

THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rircuir, Croydon): 
The railway company have not taken 
any steps, and the Board of Trade are 
still in communication with them. 


ALLEGED OUTRAGE ON THE GREAT 
WESTERN RAILWAY. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade whether 
his attention has been drawn to the out- 
rage committed by a sailor of H.M.S. 
Terrible on a fellow passenger, travel- 
ling on the Great Western 9.30 express 
from Swansea to Paddington, a few days 
ago, when it is said the communication 
cord was not in order, and it was there- 
fore impossible to call the attention of 
the guard ; whether he would communi- 
cate with the authorities of the Great 
Western Railway with a view to a more 
careful scrutiny of communication cords 
on making up their trains at their 
respective starting places; and is he 
aware that a man named Anderson was 
killed in the same train two days before 
the assault referred to above. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have communicated 
with the company, and have received a 
reply in which they state that there is no 


such train as the 9.30 express from Swan- | keepers on the same footing in the matter 


sea to Paddington ; that on the arrival at 
Swindon at 3.5 a.m., on May 27th, of the 
7 p.m. excursion train from New Milford 


to London, a passenger complained to the | 
inspector on duty that he had been) 


assaulted by a fellow-passenger and that 


on the police being sent for each passenger | 


preferred a charge of assault against the 
other. The police thereupon declined to 


act, and the two men remained at Swindon, | 


{16 JuNE 1899} 


‘train at 6.40 a.m. ; that no representation 
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was made to the company that the com- 
munication cord failed to act, in fact it 
was tested at Landore and Cardiff durin 

the journey and found to be in on 
working order ; that one of the men who 
complained had a few scratches on his 
face, and from the statement made by a 
passenger in the same compartment the 
affair was of a trivial character—one man 
being as much to blame as the other. 
With regard to the death of the man 
Anderson it appears that he and two com- 
panions—all being discharged sailors— 
were passengers from Cardiff to London 
by the 6.30 p.m. express from New Mil- 
ford on May 23rd ; that when the tickets 
were examined at Chepstow nothing was 
amiss beyond the fact that one of the 
men could not find his ticket, but that on 
arrival at Gloucester, Anderson was found 
to be dead from a wound in the neck; 
that the men were apparently under the 


| influence of liquor, and that there was no 


evidence of any disturbance or fight 
having taken place. 


SCOTTISH LIGHTHOUSE KEEPERS. 


Dr. CLARK: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he can state when a reply 
will be given to the memorial of the 
Scottish lighthouse keepers ; whether it 
is proposed to have a retiring allowance 
to the Scottish keepers on the same basis 
as that given to the Irish and English 
keepers ; and whether the conditions as 
to holiday leave now obtaining in England 
and Ireland will be extended to Scotland. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am informed by the 
Commissioners of Northern Lighthouses 
that a circular intimating increase of pay 
to the lighthouse keepers was issued last 
week. The retiring allowance to the 
Scottish lighthouse keepers is and will 
continue to be on the same basis as that 
given to the Irish and English keepers. 
I have been informed by the Com- 
missioners that they propose to put their 


of holidays as the keepers in the sister 


| services are on. 


CIRCULAR POSTAGE. 
Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork Co., S.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster- 
General, whether the cost of the postage 
of circulars is the same in Bandon and 


; ) | Clone ; and, if not, will steps be taken to 
ultimately coming to London by the next | make the cost identical in both places. 
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Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnsury, Pres- 
ton): Circulars which conform to the 
Book Post Regulations are transmissible 
at the halfpenny rate of postage through- 
out the United Kingdom. If a higher 
rate has been charged at either of the 
places mentioned this must have been due 
to some misunderstanding, and the Post- 
master-General will be obliged if the hon. 
Member will furnish him with _par- 
ticulars. 


THE MOY POSTMASTERSHIP. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster- 
General, on what conditions Mr. J. Mor- 
rison, Postmaster of Moy, county Tyrone, 
was granted permission to become a can- 
didate for the Petty Sessions Clerkship 
of Moy ; and whether it is competent for 

a Civil Servant to hold two Government 

appointments ; and, if so, why, when 
permission was granted to Mr. Morrison 
to become a candidate for the Petty 
Sessions Clerkship, it was not permitted 
to the Petty Sessions Clerk at Pomeroy 
to become a candidate for the Post Office, 
which recently became vacant. 


Mr. HANBURY: It is the fact that 
the Postmaster of Moy received permis- 
sion several years ago to become a candi- 
date for the position of Petty Sessions 
Clerk, and this permission was recently 
renewed to him. The permission will 
not be granted in any future case. As a 
general rule it is not considered desirable 
to appoint as Postmaster or Sub-Post- 
master persons who hold the position of 
Petty Sessions Clerk, and the Petty 
Sessions Clerk at Pomeroy, who was a 
candidate for the Sub-Postmastership , 
was not selected for the appointment. 


COST OF POSTCARDS. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): ! beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster - General, 
whether he is aware that the United 
Kingdom is the only place in which post- 
cards cost more than the stamp they 
bear ; and whether at an early date the 
original practice of selling postcards at 
their face value will be put into effect. 


Mr. HANBURY: The United King- 


dom is not the only place in which post- 
cards cost more than the stamp they bear. 
There are a few other countries in which 
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that is the case. I cannot hold out any 
hope that it will be possible to make any 
change in the price of inland postcards in 


| this country. 


FERRYBANK POSTMASTERSHIP. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether a post office has yet been selected 
and a postmaster appointed at Ferrybank, 
Arklow ; whether he can say who has 
been appointed and where the office is 
situated ; and, whether, before making 
the ‘selection of the office and ap- 
pointing a postmaster, due considera- 
tion was given to a memorial signed by 
the principal inhabitants of Ferrybank 
urging certain premises as most suitable 
and convenient to the people to be 
served by the said post office, and in 
favour of Mr. Patrick Bradford as the 
most suitable person to have charge of 
the office. 


Mr. HANBURY: Arrangements have 
been made for opening a post-office at 
the premises of the Arklow Stores, 
Ferrybank, Arklow, and Mr. E. Seward 
(manager of the provision department at 
the stores) has been appointed sub-post- 
master. The premises on which the post- 
office has been placed were reported to be 
the only ones suitable, and the selection 
had been already made when the 
memorial respecting Mr. Patrick Bradford 
was received. 


SUB-POSTMASTERS’ PAY. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster-General, if 
scales of payment are furnished to sub- 
postmasters ; and, if so, are they binding 
alike on both the Department and sub- 
postmaster ; and whether he is aware 
of the fact that sub-postmasters have 
been working the telephone on behalf of 
the Post Office for over two years, and 
that they cannot obtain satisfaction as to 
when payment will be made, or according 
to what scale ; if so, will he take steps to 
immediately alter this state of affairs. 

Mr. HANBURY: Scales of payment 
are furnished to Sub-Postmasters on 
application. Under ordinary conditions 
they are binding alike on the Department 
and the Sub-Postmaster. The Postmaster- 
General is aware of the fact stated in the 
sécond part of the hon. Member's 
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question. The question of the scale 
of remuneration for telephone work has 
been under his consideration for some 


time, and he hopes that he will very | 


shortly be able to arrive at a conclusion 


which will be satisfactory to the officers | 


concerned. 


DUBLIN POSTMEN’S GRIEVANCES. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to) 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether assistant postmen at Dublin, 
who were previously of the telegraph 
messengers’ class, and are between the 
ages of 18 and 21 years, have been dis- 


missed the service because they have | 


failed to reach the fixed standard of 
weight for appointments ; and, whether 
he would advise the reinstatement of 
these lads, in consideration of their service 
(in most cases six years), with a view to 
their qualification at a future date, when 
they are fully grown, and that others of 
this class, who are under notice of 


dismissal, may be retained for the same | 


purpose. 


Mr. HANBURY: There have recently 
been five candidates in Dublin for the 
situation of postman as to whose physical 
qualifications doubts have been raised. 
One of them has been definitely rejected 
not only on account of his being below the 
usual standard of weight and height, but 
on account of deafness. The other cases 
are still under consideration, and it is 
hoped that a decision will be arrived at 
very shortly. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the 
representing the Postmaster-General, why 
the boot allowance and sick pay recom- 
mended by the Tweedmouth Committee 
to all assistant postmen, and to old 
auxiliaries who were performing five 
hours’ duty previous to 1897, are not 
being paid in Dublin. 

Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster- 
General finds that through some mis- 
understanding the allowances in ques- 
tion have not been paid to 12 men 
attached to the Dublin Office. The matter 
has now been put right. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN: I beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as | 
representing the Postmaster-General, will | 


he explain why old auxiliaries at Dublin, 
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Secretary to the Treasury, as | 
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| with a telegraph messenger and postman 
| service ranging as high as 26 years, who 
| have been performing full time duties, 
have been informed that their services can 
| be dispensed with at any moment, in view 
‘of the recommendation of the Tweed- 
| mouth Committee, that in making changes 
in the auxiliary class the rights of exist- 
ing holders should be carefully preserved. 


Mr. HANBURY: The men to whom 
'the question is understood to refer are 
ineligible for appointment to established 
situations, and they have been informed 
that they will be allowed to continue as 
auxiliaries on the understanding that 
| their retention will give them no claim to 
advancement, and that their services may 
be dispensed with at any time when the 
interests of the service require it. The 
men are, it is true, now performing full 
time duties, but this is a temporary 
arrangement, and they will probably soon 
have to fall back upon their usual short 
time duties. 


SUPERIOR APPOINTMENTS 
IRISH POST OFFICE. 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster-General, if 
/he can state how many officials of the 
| Post Office service have been appointed 
i since lst June, 1892, to situations in the 
| Irish Post Office service carrying salaries 
in excess of £360 a year; and if he can 
‘also state how many Irish postal officials 
have been appointed during the same 
period to similar situations in the English 
postal service. 


Mr. HANBURY: The number of 
situations in the Post Office service in 
Ireland carrying salaries in excess of 
£360 a year to which appointments have 
| been made since lst June, 1892, is 32. 
By “Irish postal officials” the hon. 
| Member is understood to mean officers 
employed in the Post Office in Ireland, 
and the number of these appointed during 
the same period to similar situations in 
the Post Office in England and Scotland 
is five. 


IN THE 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster - General, 
whether the situation of chief clerk and 
acting inspector of mails in the General 
Post Office, Dublin, with a salary rising 
| from £600 to £800 a year, is expected to 
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become shortly vacant ; whether, in filling; the South Kensington Museum (Art 
the anticipated vacancy, the qualifications | Branch), following the Civil Service ex- 
of officers of the Irish branch of the ser- | amination held in December last ; and if 
vice will be fuliy considered, and, if these | he will inquire of the Civil Service Com- 
qualifications be found equal to those of | missioners why the practice of announcing 
other officers not connected with the Irish | the result of the examination in the 
service, the Irish officers will have the | Gazette was departed from in such 
first claim to the vacant appointment ; | case. 

and whether, in view of the discontent | Sm J. GORST: The name of the 


existing throughout the Irish Post Office | 4 
8 Why rs | gentleman appointed was Mr. Herbert 


service at the non-promotion of deserving | : 
Irish officers to the higher situations ee Caleb Reape Heep J have no authority 
Ireland, the Postmaster-General will lay | VT %¢ Civil Service Commissioners. 
upon the Table of the House the entire | . 1 —_ 

papers on which these appointments have | MEAT INSPECTION AT LIVERPOOL. 
been made since lst June, 1892. | Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On behalf 
re | of the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Mr. HANBURY: The answer to the | Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the 
first and second paragraphs of the hon. | President of the Local Government Board 
Member's question is in the affirmative. | whether he has received a communication 
The Postmaster-General is not prepared | from the City of Liverpool and District 
to lay upon the Table of the House the | Butchers’ “Association remonstrating 
papers to which reference is made. Such | against the appointment of a meat 
papers must necessarily be treated as | inspector who is not qualified according 
confidential. 'to the terms of the Local Government 
Board circular ; and whether he will con- 
sider this appointment and communicate 

| with the Corporation of Liverpool. 


BERKHAMPSTEAD NATIONAL 
SCHOOLS. 
Mr. TREVELYAN (York, W. R. Elland): 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the} THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
Committee of Council on Education whether | GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLin, 
his attention has been called to the fact | Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I have received 
that on Ascension Day the children and|a communication from the association 
teachers of the National Schools at Berk-| referred to with regard to the appoint- 
hampstead were taken to a service in the | ment of a meat inspector at Liverpool 
parish church ; whether the service was | and I have made inquiry on the subject. 
held during school hours ; and, if so, | I am informed that the officer appointed 
whether the Department has the power | holds a certificate of competency as a 
to interfere to prevent the practice in | Sanitary Inspector of the Sanitary In- 
future; and whether any attempt wasmade | stitute, and that before making the 
to obtain the consent of the parents of the | appointment the Health Committee of the 
scholars to their being taken from school | Liverpool City Council satisfied them- 
to attend this service. | selves that the officer possessed the neces- 
Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE | ef ge to discharge the duties of 
sachs when i the office. It is added that the Medical 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- | Officer of Health and the Committee are 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- | : 
sen: 8 | convinced that his knowledge of the sub- 
eee, é iuaeke Pv ee ee | ject of meat inspection is amply sufficient 
the attendunce of children at church | ey a re ae Ep 





services, I have nothing to add to my | . sie, sini ‘ 
answer to asimilar question on February | STATE AID FOR T _ BLIND. 
23rd. | Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: On behalf 


|of the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM (ant | Divnice of Dublin, I beg to ask the 
BRANCH). President of the Local Government Board 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I| whether he will consider the advisability 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- | of introducing a measure to grant State 
mittee of Council on Education if he will | aid to the blind upon similar conditions 
state the name of the gentleman ap-|to those afforded by European Govern- 
pointed to fill the position of assistant in | ments. 
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Mr. CHAPLIN: I am afraid I can add 


nothing to the answer given by my right | 


hon. friend the Home Secretary to a 
similar question on Monday last. Any 
such measure as that suggested would not 
come within the province of the Local 
Government Board. 


PUBLIC VACCINATION AT READING. 

Mr, PALMER (Reading): I beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he is aware that the 
Reading Board of Guardians offered pro- 
visionally, under the Vaccination Act, 
1898, a scale of remuneration to the 
public vaccinator, to extend over a period 
of six months, with the object of gather- 
ing from experience some idea of the 


actual amount of work involved under the | 


new regulations, and with the avowed 
intention, as soon as this experience had 
been obtained, of revising such scale if 
found necessary, so as to afford adequate 
remuneration to the officer, such revised 
scale to have retrospective effect ; and 
why the Local Government Board over- 
ruled the proposals of the Guardians, and 
fixed up a scale of remuneration in excess 
of that which the officer asked the 
Guardians for, and in the face of the 
assurance of the Guardians that they 
were desirous of awarding adequate re- 
muneration to their officer as soon as they 
were in a reasonable position to gauge 
the amount of work involved and the 
probable value of the services rendered. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: The Guardians of the 
Reading Union offered a scale of remune- 
ration to the public vaccinator as stated 
in the question. He declined, however, 
to accept the fee for successful vaccina- 
tion which was offered, on the ground 
that it was insufficient. No agreement 
having been come to between the 
Guardians and the public vaccinator, it 
devolved on the Local Government Board 
to determine the fees to be paid to him. 
The Board delined to raise the fees which 
the Guardians had offered for successful 
vaccination and re-vaccination. But as 
regards the remaining fee, it appeared to 
them, having regard to the default in 
administering the Vaccination Acts in the 
Union in the past, that, unless a change 
took place in this respect, the Public 
Vaccinator would not be adequately 
remunerated for the work which he is 


bound to perform if this fee was fixed at | 


the minimum, and they consequently | 
VOL. LXXII. [FourtH SERIEs.] 
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increased it from ls. to ls. 8d. If and 
when the local circumstances which 
governed the Board’s decision as regards 


' this fee have altered the Board will be 


quite prepared to reconsider the matter. 


KILDARE STREET LIBRARY. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalf 
of the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether the library in Kildare 
Street is to be handed over to the New 
Irish Department; and, if so, whether 
adequate arrangements regarding finance 
and exports will be made. 


THe CHIEF SECRETARY ror IRE- 
LAND (Mr. G. W. Batrour, Leeds, 
Central): The library in Kildare Street 
is at present under the Science and Art 
Department, and under Section 2 of the 
Agriculture and Technical Instruction 
Bill would be transferred to the new 
Department. I am not sure that I clearly 
apprehend the last paragraph of the ques- 
tion, but as it appears to refer to details 
of administration, it would be premature 
to make any statement on the subject. 


ROYAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE, 
DUBLIN. . 

Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : On behalf of 
the hon. Member for the St. Patrick Divi- 
sion of Dubiin, I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land whether he can state when the sum 
allocated for the buildings of the Royal 
College of Science in Dublin will be avail- 
able, and when the work will be com- 
menced; whether the Department will 
be under Irish control ; and, whether it 
is intended to be in connection with the 
proposed Board of Agriculture and 
Industries. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot at 
present make any statement in reply to 
the first paragraph, except that I am not 
aware that any sum has been allocated 
for the purpose mentioned. If the Agri- 
culture and Technical Instruction Bill 
becomes law, the Royal College of 
Science would be transferred to the new 
Department. 


MONAGHAN UNION MEDICAL 
OFFICER. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
3B | 

























































Questions. 


1351 


Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that a misunderstanding, threaten- | 
ing to have serious consequences for the | 
poor, is at present existing between the 
Monaghan Poor Law Guardians and the | 
Local Government Board regarding the 
appointment of a doctor to the electoral | 
divisions of Bragan, Derrygorry, and 
Shanmullagh, recently transferred from 
the Clogher to the Monaghan Union ; | 
and that the Guardians have appointed a 
temporary doctor for three months ; | 
whether, seeing that the Local Govern- | 
ment Board insist that there is no vacancy, | 
as Dr. Phillips holds the position of | 


medical ofticer for the three | 
divisions named, he will state when 
Dr. Phillips received this appoint- | 


ment, and by whom was he appointed ; 
is he aware that Dr. Phillips resides in 
Aughnacloy, twelve miles or so of a rough | 
mountainons country divided from one | 
portion of the boundary of the divisions, 
entailing in many cases a journey of 
twenty-four miles upon persons requiring 
the services of the doctor; and that the 
Rey. P. Callan, the parish priest of the 
district, has written to the Local Govern- | 
ment Board pointing out the extent to 
which the poor will be sufferers by the | 
proposed plan, and respectfully asking to 
have the five units of Truagh erected into 
a dispensary district, with a resident | 
medical officer ; and will he endeavour to 
obtain the permission of the Local | 
Government Board to this proposal. | 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Aughna- | 
cloy dispensary district of the Clogher | 
Union, of which Dr. Phillips has been 
medical officer since the year 1888, 
formerly consisted of the three electoral 
divisions named in the first paragraph, 
together with the divisions of Aughnacloy | 
and Tullyvar. By an Order of the Local | 
Government Board, dated the 25th of 
Oct« ber last, the former three divisions | 
were transferred to the Monaghan Union, 
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that Dr. Phillips continues to hold the 
medical officership of his former district, 
notwithstanding that portion of it has 


| been transferred to the Monaghan Union 


and formed into a separate district, and 


' the Board do not consider that sufficient 


grounds exist to warrant them in sane- 


|tioning the appointment of a second 


medical officer for the district, and thus 
place additional expense upon the rate- 
payers. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: In which Union 
does the doctor now act ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In both. 


Mr. T. M HEALY: And will he be 


entitled to a pension from each 4 
No answer was given. 


REVISED VALUATIONS. 
Mr. EDWARD BARRY: I beg to 


/ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 


Lieutenant of Ireland whether notices are 
given to parties whose valuations are re- 


| vised ; and, if not, will steps be taken to 
facilitate their right of appeal by giving 
| such notices in future. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Under the 
Valuation Acts, as amended by the Local 


'Government (Ireland) Act, it is provided 


that on the receipt of the revised valua- 
tion lists the secretaries of the county 


| councils and clerks of the urban district 


councils shall give public notice stating 
where and when these lists may be in- 


'spected, and tbat they will be open for 


public inspection for twenty-one days. 


AGRICULTURAL GRANT FOR CO. 
ROSCOMMON. 
Mr. HAYDEN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land, whether, in estimating the amount 


of the Agricultural Grant for the County 


- . oe . . | . 
whilst the two latter divisions remained in | Roscommon, the Local Government Board 


the Clogher Union, and each of these 
groups of divisions was constituted a 
separate dispensary district, to continue, as 
heretofore, in charge of the medical officer, 
Dr. Phillips. As regards the third para- 
graph, the arrangements which previously 
existed with respect to medical attend- 
ance on the sick poor throughout these 
five divisions worked satisfactorily, and 
these arrangements, as stated, remain 
ttnaltered. The Board have been advised 


Mr. Macaleese. 


| took into account the special circumstances 
'brought under its notice by the grand 
|jury of that county in regard to the 
' county cess in the standard year ; whether 
|the Suck drainage tax has been treated 

as an excluded charge, and, if so, under 
'what authority this has been done; 
beesocan! credit has been given to the 

county for the county cess relating to the 
| portions of Galway and Mayo added to 
| the administrative County of Roscommon ; 
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and whether he will instruct the Local 


(Questions. 


Government Board to supply the County | 


Council with the facts and figures upon 
which the calculation was based. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The answer | 


tw each of the inquiries in the first para- 
graph is in the affirmative. 


to excluded charges from the Agricultural 
Grant to Roscommon in respect of the 
Suck drainage charges was about £100. 
The Commissioner of Valuation is of 
opinion that the Suck Drainage Act of 
1889, under which these charges arise, 
comes within the description given in the 
latter part of Section 57, Sub-section 6 
(1) of the Local Government Act of last 
year. With regard to the second para- 
graph, I propose, as already stated, to lay 


on the Table of the House a general | 


memorandum explaining the methods 


adopted in order to arrive at the basis on | 


which the amounts of the Grant have been 
calculated. 


BALROTHERY COUNTY CESS. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether his 
attention has been directed to a corre- 
spondence which has taken place between 
the Balrothery Rural District Council, 
county of Dublin, and the Local Govern- 


ment Board in reference to the standard | 


rate of county cess certified for that dis- 
trict ; whether he is aware that the grand 
jury records show that whereas 
standard rate referred to has been certi- 
fied to be 1s. 11d. in the pound, the 
county cess actually paid in the standard 
year was considerably higher in three out 
of the four baronies of which the district 
consists, reaching in one barony the figure 
of 3s. 3d. in the pound; and, if so, what 


is the explanation of the standard rate | 
_ being so low; and whether the Local 


Government Board, in view of the duty 


cast upon it to correct mistakes in its | 


certificates of standard rates in the event 
of any mistakes being pointed out to it, 
is entitled to refuse information as to 
the manner in which it has arrived at 
the result of which complaint is made. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Local 
Government Board have been in corre- 
spondence with the Balrothery Rural 
District Council relative to the state- 


{16 JunE 1899} 


The amount | 
deducted under the provision with respect | 


the | 


| TITHE 
| IN IRELAND. 


| Mr. SMITH-BARRY 
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| cess in the standard year. The Board 
have not refused to afford the Council any 
information ; on the contrary, they have 
| explained to the Council that the state- 
ments contained in their resolution of the 
17th ultimo were incorrect, as the 
baronies of Balrothery East and West, 
which comprise three-fifths of the whole 
valuation of the rural district, had a 
county cess in the standard year of only 
ls. 74d. and ls. 5d. respectively, while 
the portion of Coolock, of which barony 
the cess was taken at 3s. 34d. had a 
valuation of only one-seventh of that of 
the whole district. The standard rate of 
county cess in the Balrothery rural 
district is certified by the Board to be 
1s. 114d. 


(Questions. 


LANGUAGE IRISH 
SCHOOLS. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he is aware that there is a very 
| strong feeling held by public bodies and 
the people generally against the recent 
rules of the Intermediate Board of Educa- 

tion, which have reduced the number of 
works in Celtic from 600 to 500; and 
whether, owing to the successful efforts 
now being made in several portions of 
Ireland to revive the Irish language, the 
Intermediate Board of Education will place 
Celtic on the same level as French and 
| German. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reduc- 
tion from 600 to 500 in the number of 
marks assigned to Celtic was made by the 
Commissioners of Intermediate Education 
in the programme of examination for 
1897. ‘The reduction was made by the 
Commissioners after fuli consideration, 
and I am not aware that they propose to 
again modify their rules in the sense 
indicated in the question. The matter is 
entirely one for them to decide. 


Mr. FLAVIN: May I ask whether 
the right hon. Gentleman will accept the 
opinion of the public of Ireland, who think 
they are being very unfairly treated in 
| this matter ? 


| *Mr. G. W. BALFOUR : 


‘authority in the matter. 


CELTIC IN 


{ 


I have no 


RENT-CHARGE REDEMPTION 


(Huntingdon- 


ments made by the Council as to county | shire, Huntingdon): I beg to ask the 


3B 2 





1355 {COMMONS} Questions. 1356 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant | connell and Belturbet, in county Cavan, 
of Ireland whether, in cases where the | on the delay in hearing first and second 
payers of annual instalments in lieu of | term applications to fix fair rents ; when 
tithe rent-charge desired to redeem the | the next Sub-Commission is fixed to sit in 
remaining instalments (or were compelled | Cavan; and whether he will expedite 
to do so in sales under the Irish Land | hearings by making representations to the 


Questions. 





Purchase Acts), the redemption price has | 
hitherto been calculated with reference | 
to the capital sum which would ultimately | 
be realised if the instalments of £4 Qs. | 
per cent. were paid for 52 years, or | 
with reference to the capital value of the | 
rent-charge estimated at 22} years’ pur- 
chase thereof, or how otherwise. At what | 
rate of interest was the sinking fund 
estimated to have accumulated in such 
cases; and have the payers of Church 
perpetuity rents lost their right of peri- 
odical revision owing to the recent 
decision of the Court of Appeal in Ireland 
in the case of Regina (Metge) v. the 
Justices of Meath. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: In cases where 
the payers of instalments created in 
accordance with the provisions of the 7th 
Section of the Irish Church Act Amend- 
ment Act, 1872, apply voluntarily to 
redeem the outstanding instalments, the 
redemption money is calculated so as to 
ascertain the capital value, at the date 
fixed for redemption, of the instalments 
then remaining unpaid, the term being | 
taken at 52 years. The section of the 
statute referred to fixes such annual sum 
at £4 9s. per cent. onthe purchase money 
of the tithe rent charge ascertained as 
in the section provided, and an annuity 
of £4 9s. per cent., payable for 52 
years, implies interest at the rate of 
£3 16s. 34d. per cent. Where such 
annuities are redeemed compulsorily in 
land purchase cases the redemption is 
now carried out under Section 37 (2) of 
the Land Law (Ireland) Act of 1896, and 
the term is taken at 45 years. The rate | 
of interest involved in a term of 45 
years is £3 10s. per cent. The case 
referred to in the last paragraph of the 
question has, in the opinion of the Land 
Commission, deprived the payer of 
Church perpetuity rents of the right of 
revision. 

FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY CAVAN. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether any 


complaint has been made to him by 
tenants in the neighbourhood of Bally- 


Land Commissioners. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A list con- 
taining 215 cases from the Union of 
Bawnboy, which embraces the electoral 
division of Ballyconnell, was commenced 
in December last and completed in the 
early part of last month. It is probable 


| that a further list for that district will be 


issued in the course of the next couple of 
months. A Sub-Commission has been 
engaged for a considerable time during 
the past two years in the disposal of cases 
from the Union of Cavan, within which 
Belturbet is situate, and sittings will be 
held at Cavan on the 20th, 21st, and 
22nd instant for the hearing of further 
cases which appear in a list recently 
issued, and which list contains cases from 
the locality of Belturbet. Every endeavour 
is being made to dispose of fair rent 
cases as rapidly as circumstances will 
permit. 

PROMOTION IN THE ROYAL IRISH 

CONSTABULARY. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu- 
tenant of Ireland whether any examina- 
tion for the promotion of head constables 
from that rank to district inspectorship 
in the Royal Irish Constabulary has 
recently been held; if so, how many 
candidates were there, and what was the 
result; whether he is aware that in 
County Longford two cadets have been, 


_after a very brief training, recently taken 


from the depot and placed in charge of 
important stations; will he state what 
qualification either possessed for the 
position, and who nominated them ; and 
will he see that arrangements are made 
to place in command men who know 
better the people amongst whom they 
operate. 


*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: No exan- 
ination of head constables for promotion 
to the rank of district inspector has 
recently been held, the full proportion of 
promotions, that is to say one-half, having 
been given to men of that rank. There 
is only one young officer in the County 
Longford at present. The qualifications 
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of this gentleman, who was nominated by 
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most distressed districts in Ireland ; and 





the Government, were tested in the usual | whether, considering the recent outbreak 


manner by examination in literary and 
professional subjects. The last paragraph 
seems to be of a controversial character. 


There is no intention of departing from | 


the existing system in regard to the 
appointments in question. 


SANITARY WORKS IN 
AND BALLAGHADEREEN. 

Mr. HAYDEN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
Castlerea Board of Guardians, before the 
recent elections, had urged the Local 
Government Board to make the cost of 
executing certain sanitary works in the 
tuwns of Castlerea and Ballaghadereen 
special expenses leviable on those places 
only, and that a similar recommendation 
has since been made by the recently 
elected District Council, with the assent of 
the representatives of both Castlerea and 
Ballaghadereen ; whether it is a fact that 
the opinion of both the old Board of Guar- 
dians and the new Council has been disre- 
garded by the Local Government Board, 
though that body has acted on similar 
advice in other cases; and whether, in 
view of all the circumstances, and of the 
probability of the progress of sanitation 


being impeded by making sanitary charges | 


distinct charges, he will advise the Local 
Government Board to alter its decision as 
desired by the local authorities. 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The reply to 
the first paragraph is in the affirmative. 


The only exceptions made by the Local | 


Government Board to the Rural District 


CASTLEREA | 


being the area of charge for special sani- | 


tary expenses are 
Articles 1 and 2 of their Order of the 
15th of May last. This Order, which was 


assented to by the majority of the boards 


those set forth in| 


of fever in 1899 in this district, he can 
state what steps the Local Government 
Board and the Congested Districts Board 
have taken to improve the material con- 
dition of the people of Carraroe, Carna, 
Gacumma Island, Lettermore Island, and 
Lettermullen Island. 

*Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Six cases of 
tever occurred in Uarraroe since the Ist 
January last. I am aware that consider- 
able distress existed in that district in 
1898. Much has been done by the Con- 
gested Districts Board, since its establish- 
ment, to improve the material condition of 
the people in the localities mentioned in 
the last paragraph. I cannot, within the 
limits of a reply to a question, enumerate 
the various steps taken ; but I have for- 
warded to the hon Member a statement 
showing what the Board has done. 

FISH TRAFFIC ON RAILWAYS 

Mr. P. O'BRIEN: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for the St. Patrick Division 
of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland 
whether he can state the amount of fish 
landed in England, the proportion of it 
carried by English railways ; and also the 
amount of fish landed in Ireland, and the 
proportion of it carried by the Irish rail- 
ways; and, considering the difference 
between the proportions carried by 
English and Irish railways, whether he 
will have an inquiry made as to the cause 
of failure of the Irish railways to carry a 
larger proportion of the fish landed in 
| Ireland. 

*Mr.G. W. BALFOUR: Thestatistics 
required in the first and second para- 
graphs are fully detailed in a Return 
recently prepared by the Board of Trade 


,and in the Annual Report of the In- 


of guardians in Ireland, was rendered | 


necessary in consequence of the rating 
provisions of the Local Government Act 
of last year. 


FEVER IN THE OUGHTERARD 
UNION. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : On behalf | 
Patrick | 
Division of Dublin, I beg to ask the Chief | 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire-| 
land whether he can state how many | 


of the hon. Member for the St. 


cases of fever have occurred in the Car- 
raroe Division of the Oughterard Union ; 
whether he is aware that during the dis- 
tress of 1898 Carraroe was one of the 


spectors of Irish Fisheries, both of which 
documents have been presented to Parlia- 
ment. As regards the second paragraph, 
I have nothing to add to my reply to the 
hon. Member’s previous question of the 
| 9th May on this snbject. 


ILLEGAL FISHING IN IRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether his atten- 
tion was drawn to a prosecution recently 
brought against Mr. Patrick Comerford, 
|of Kilkenny, by a water bailiff named 
| Joseph Bannon, the charge being that 
Comerford and a boy were setting night 
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lines to catch trout or eels in the River | power to act as suggested in the third 
Nore ; whether he is aware that Bannon paragraph. 
failed to prove any offence, and the case CHAIRMAN OF IRISH TOWN CoM. 
was dismissed with costs; whether he | MISSIONERS 
can say who will pay the costs of this) yp \AURICE HEALY: I beg to 
“caged and, whether he will see that the | a.4 the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Fishery Conservators will require the | Tioytenant of Ireland whether a solicitor 
bailiff Bannon to pay, as a means Of Who becomes chairman of Town Com. 
restraining him from bringing such pro-  jissioners under the provisions of The 
secutions in future without being able to |, 56a) Government (Ireland) Act, 1898, 
give proof of the charges. s. 26, s.s. 2, thereby loses his right to 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am in-_ practise at Quarter Sessions in the county 
formed that in this case the defendant unders. 13 of 14 and 15 Vie. ¢. 57. 
was found with a night line under Mp G, W. BALFOUR: The question 
suspicious circumstances, and that the | jg an abstract one, but the Government 
bailiff having failed to prove that the | are advised that a solicitor would, under 
line had been used by Mr. Comerford, the circumstances mentioned, lose his 
the case wase dismissed. The costs will right to practise under the 13th section of 
be paid by the Conservators. As already the 14 and 15 Vie. c. 57. 
stated, I have no jurisdiction over the 
Conservators, and no authority to act as) STEAM TRAWLING OFF HOWTH. 
suggested in the last paragraph. Mr. CLANCY : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
COUNTY CAVAN MAGISTRACY. Ireland whether any steps have yet been 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask taken to inquire into the charges brought 
the Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieu-| by the fishermen of Howth, county of 
tenant of Ireland whether he is aware | Dublin, against the owners or crews of 
that a vacancy for a justice of the peace the following ste:m trawlers—viz, the 
in the Petty Sessions District of Arva, | “Jackdaw” of Hull, and the “Peter 
county Cavan, was recently created by | Johnston” of Aberdeen ; and, if not, will 
the death of P. S. O'Reilly, Esq., Gonna ; ‘he explain why; and whether he is 
and that an extensively signed petition | aware that. owing to the destruction of 
was seit to the Lord Lieutenant of ; nets and lines by those and other steam 
Cavan, Lord Lanesborough, recommend- ; trawlers, the sole means of living of the 
ing the appointment of Mr. Eugene | fishermen referred to have, in several 
M‘Manus, of Gonna, in his. stead ; | Cases, been absolutely destroyed z and, if 
whether this memorial was brought to | 80, how it is proposed to compensate the 
the notice of the Lord Chancellor ; and | Victims of the criminal acts mentioned. 
will he explain whether the request of| Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I am in 
the petitioners was refused, and a local | formed that one fisherman whose lines 
Orangeman appointed in room of the | were carried away by the trawler “ Peter 
deceased Roman Catholic magistrate ;,; Johnston” has been compensated by the 
and, whether he intends to take any steps | owner of the trawler. The Inspectors 
to have Mr. M‘Manus appointed. of Fisheries have been in communication 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: [ assume that |With the owner of the _ trawler 
the memorial referred to in the first para- | ““Jackdaw ” respecting a complaint made 
graph was sent to the Lieutenant of the by another fisherman against that vessel, 
County, though I have no official infor- | and have supplied the fisherman with a 
mation on the subject. It is a fact that a | COPY of the reply of the owner. There is 
memorial was received by the Lord Chan- | 20 doubt that serious damage is often done 


cellor, and that a gentleman has been | PY these trawlers, but the Government 
appointed to the Commission of the Peace have no fund at its disposal out of which 
for the Arva district since the death of |t® compensate fishermen for losses in 
Mr. O'Reilly. I have no knowledge with | curred by them. 

respect to the religious or political; Mr.CLANCY: The right hon. Gentle- 
opinions of either of these gentlemen. It} man has not answered that part of my 
is the practice of the Lord Chancellor to | question as to whether the Government 
appoint on the recommendation of the | have taken any steps to inquire into these 
Lieutenant of the County, and I have no | charges. 
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Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Everything 


we can do is done. 


Supply 


Mr. CLANCY: But is it not an 
illegality which the Government are 
bound to inguire into? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: Not neces- 
sarily. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do not the 
Government in Scotland offer a reward 
in such cases ? 


Mr. CLANCY: Can the Attorney- 
General for Ireland say whether, if it be 
possible to detect the owners and crews 
of these trawlers, they can be prosecuted 
for the commission of the offence ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 
is a question of which notice should be 
given. 


Mr. 
the puestion on the Paper. Are the 
Government taking any steps whatever ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: It is a question of 
which notice should be given. 


Mr. CLANCY: I have had two or 
three questions on the Paper, so that the 
Government have had full notice of my 
intention to raise this question. 


LORD DILLON’S ESTATE. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether any minute of the 
Congested Districts Board exists as to the | 
purpose for which they have acquired 
Lord Dillon’s estate; is it intended to 
resell to the tenants; if so, when; could 
he state who has charge of the negotia- , 
tions for sale ; what price is Lord Dillon 
to receive ; and what isthe gross and net 
rental of the estate ; does the contract for 
sale include a covenant requiring Lord 
Dillon to rebuild the mansion house 
(lately burnt), which is situated in County 
Roscommon, far away from the principal 
estate, which is in County Mayo ; how do | 
the Board propose to use the mansion | 
house ; and, will any Papers be presented | 
to Parliament on the subject. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
gested Districts 


The Con- 
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CLANCY: But it arises out of | 
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Lord Dillon’s estate for the purpose of 
improving and enlarging some of the 
holdings and of reselling all the holdings 
to the tenants through the Land Com- 
mission, but the Board are not yet ina 
position to say when the holdings will be 
resold. The negotiations have been ear- 
ried on by the Board and the solicitors 
for Lord Dillon. The price to be paid to 
Lord Dillon is £290,000 ; the figures as 
to the rental were placed before the 
Board by his solicitors before the sale, 
but I am sorry I am not in a position to 
supply them at present. Lord Dillon has 
nearly rebuilt the house which was lately 
burnt down, and has undertaken to com- 
plete it. The Board have not yet con- 
sidered the question of the disposal of 
the house. It is not intended to lay 
specially on the Table any Papers on the 
subject except to refer to the matter in 
the Board’s annual report, which no 
doubt will give full information on the 
matter. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Does any minute 
of the Congested Districts Board exist ? 
Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I do 


think there is any special minute. 


not 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Do the Board 
make contracts involving an expenditure 
of over half a million without entering it 
on their minutes ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR was understood 
,to reply that they had followed their 
usual course in this case. 


Mr. ’T. M. HEALY: Are the minutes 
of the Board public or private property? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: 
certainly. 


Private, 


SUPPLY [14TH ALLOTTED DAy}. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 

CIVIL SERVICES AND REVENUE DEPART- 
MENTS ESTIMATES, 1899-1900, 
Crass IV. 

Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum not exceeding £701,861 be 
| granted to Her Majesty to complete the sum 
| necessary to defray the charge which will 


Board have purchased | come in course of payment during the year 
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ending on the 3lst day of March, 1990, for | 
P ublie Education in Scotland, and for Science 
and Art in Scotland.” 


Supply 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. G. 
Murray, Buteshire): As has been the 
custom for several years, I propose briefly 
to refer generally to the results of our 
policy in educational matters. Hon. 
Members will notice that the total of 
the vote is £1,301,861, an increase of 
£19,994 on the year. That increase is 
practically accounted for under four 
heads. ‘The annual grant to the day 
schools shows an increase of £11,038; 
the additional grant to necessitous school 
boards is £5,475; the Science and Art 
grant has risen £7,500, and the grant for 
training colleges has increased by £6,050. 
As against these increases there is a 
decrease of £962 for the evening schools 
and of £11,679 in the relief of fees. As 
far as the evening schools are concerned 
the decrease is an estimated one. It does 
not actually represent a smaller amount 
paid, because, as a matter of fact, the 
grant to evening schools paid in 1898 
exceeded that of the previous year by 


£192. And, too, there is nothing to 
show any falling off or deterioration. 


The decrease of £11,679 in the grant for 
the relief of fees is due to the fact that a 
very large sum was available for this pur- 
pose under the Education and Local 
Taxation Accounts (Scotland) Act, 1892. 
I shall later on have probably to go more 
into detail on these financial matters ; but 
for the present I will content myself with 
reminding hon. Members of the four 
possible sources of the fee grant,: first, 
the 10s. grant; secondly, the £40,000 
under the Act of 1890; thirdly, there are 
certain arrears which the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has promised to make up, 
and as to which my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Caithness has addressed questions 
to me ; and, finally, there is the balance 
under the Act of 1892. 
the increases. That in the grant for day 
schools is, ot course, due to the natural 
growth in numbers and efficiency of the 
schools themselves, and so far the figures, 
I think, are perfectly satisfactory. The 
increase of the item for necessitous 
school boards is due directly to the 
action of the Education (Scotland) Act, 
1897. It proved that the amount 
estimated for in the first year 
was insufficient. The increase in the 
Science and 


{COMMONS} 


' crease, the 
Now I come to | 


| down. 


Art grant occurs mainly in| 
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connection with drawing in elementary 
schools ; while as to the larger sum re- 
quired for the training colleges, that has 
been made necessary by the increase in the 
number of students. It was found that 
the supply of teachers was likely to be- 
come inadequate, and accordingly the 
number of students was raised from 920 
to 1,140. This isasubject on which there 
has been considerable discussion in past 
years, and as the hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark has frequently urged the necessity 
of an increase I suppose we shall have his 
support on vhis matter. I now come to 
another branch of the subject. The atten- 
dance in the day schools has increased by 
about 7,000 ; it is now 618,319, and it is 
satisfactory to find that the percentage of 
older children in attendance shows a slight 
increase. The results, judging from the 
returns coming in day by day, are highly 
satisfactory, and evidently the change we 
have made in giving prominence to the 
merit certificate as against the attendance 
certificate is having the direct effect of 
inducing parents to keep their children 
longer at school. In evening schools the 
average attendance is 52,: 340, an increase 
of 373 as compared with the previous 
year. The average schoo) rate in Scot- 
land in 1897-98 was 9:23d. against 
899d. in 1896-97. The total amount 
raised from the rates was £839,878, of 
this £410,280 was spent on the mainten- 
ance of schools, in the proportion of 
£392,543 on day schools, and £17,737 on 
evening schools, and most of the remain- 


‘der was absorbed in the repayment of 


capital and interest on loans __ in- 
curred in providing school accommodation 
a further sum of £36,685 was raised 
locally in the form of voluntary subscrip- 
tions £30,938 for day schools, and 
£5,747 for evening schools. I am glad to 
think that, although there is a slight de- 
voluntary subscriptions are 
fairly maintained, and, whatever may be 
occurring on the other side of the border, 
in Scotland they are not appreciably going 
The grants for day and evening 
schools amounted to £716,415, which, 
with a further sum of £334, 937 in relief 
of fees,.and £12,316 the aid grant for 
Voluntary schools, give a total “‘contribu- 
tion from the Imperial Exchequer of 
£1,063,668, as against a contribution 
from local sources of £876,563. These 
figures, however, do not include the grant 
for science and art instruction in Scot- 
land ; and under this heading in 1898-99 
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the sum paid was £60,826. Now for 
some details as to the general progress of 
education. As hon. Members are aware, 
this year, owing to the sweeping changes 
made in the Code, and owing to 
the fact that an educational _ policy 
has had to be developed in the 
matter of spending money on_secon- 
dary education, has been a somewhat 
trying one. The new Code practically 
means the final disappearance of the 
principle of payment by individual 
results. I hope hon. Members will keep 
in view the fact that although that 
system may be said to be gone for ever, 
yet they will find in the gradual action of 
the Department some pledge that it will 
not be blind to certain risks which are 
necessarily run by the change. There 
are, indeed, very few changes made as 
to which it is not necessary to place some- 
thing on the other side of the account, 
and no one can deny that there are 
certain dangers under the new system. 
The Department has shown by its reluct- 
ance to make the change hurriedly that 
its eyes are open to these dangers. May 
I remind hon. Members what the old 
system was? Under it no child could 
bring a grant to a school at all unless it 
made 250 out of 400 possible school 
attendances in a year. If he failed to 
make that number he could not be pre- 
sented for examination, and his grant- 
earning power ceased. But if he made 
the qualifying number of attendances he 
could earn a certain grant for reading, 
writing, and arithmetic; on the way in 
which he passed in those subjects de- 
pended the amount of grant earned by 
him for the school. Besides that, there 
were a number of subsidiary grants for 
class subjects, such as discipline and 
elementary science, and these were paid 
on the average attendance of children in 
the class subjects ; they were judged in 
the aggregate, and not as_ individuals. 
Beyond this, again, there were grants for 
specific subjects which were intended to 
cover the ground for higher educa- 
tion. These do not form part of 
the general work of the — school. 
Each scholar, as he chose, took up two 
or three subjects, and the payment de- 
pended, not upon the stage reached on 
the subject, and not at all on the position 
of the subject with the general curri- 
culum, but on the number of subjects that 
are taken up. Hon. Members will see 
that this plan, which I have summarised, 


{16 JUNE 1899} 
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had these various advantages—it necessi- 
tated individual attention to each child, 
because no child could well be neglected ; 
if he was, he would not earn any grant at 
all, and if his progress was not sufficient 
he diminished the general financial 
interests of the school. Obviously, there- 
fore, there was a direct incentive to the 
teachers to be satisfied that the child 
would pass the examinations. n the 
other hand, it had certain very obvious 
defects. It applied a hard and fast rule 
which took no heed of the variation of 
circumstances between the different 
schools. It is very much easier in some 
places to have educational advantages 
than it isin others. Then, again, it was 
more or less a direct incentive to 
cramming, because the test of the school 
yas the ability of so many children to 
get through the examination, and any- 
thing that got them through achieved the 
end desired, even if that end was not the 
best so far as the real progress of the 
child was concerned, while it ministered 
to the cramming. It is also rather 
discreditable to the progress of a 
clever and more active pupil, because, 


obviously, if you had a __ class 
which you wanted to get through 
an examination, as soon as you were 


satisfied that the pupils were well able to 
pass the examination you would not 
attempt to take any more trouble ; they 
could be left alone with the knowledge they 
had already obtained, and the teacher's 
time would be more profitably, in a 
p-cuniary sense, employed in bringing on 
the more stupid pupils. The higher 
education is conducted on the same lines, 
and necessarily the higher education en- 
couraged rather a multiplicity of subjects 
than the development of a high standard 
of general excellence. All these matters 
have been felt, and accordingly for some 
time there have been steps taken by 
which the original system has been re- 
stricted. In 1886 individual examination 
was abolished for infants and the lower 
standards, and in 1890 the principle was 
extended to all standards, and remained 
solely for special subjects. The present 
code is the coping stone, and now the 
system of individual examination has 
been done away with, and grants have 
been made on average attendances. 
Besides that, the grants under the present 
Code are not to be paid in separate sums. 
The direct result of that will be that 
there will no longer be any temptation to 
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regard to the curriculum of the school, 


{COMMONS} 


take up a long list of subjects having | 
| will see that in order 


and the test of the merit of the school | 


will not be the way in which the scholars 
acquit themselves in a large variety of 
subjects; managers will now begin by 
considering the curriculum as a whole. 
They will draw up a curriculum, and that 
proposed curriculum will be subject to 
approval. Concurrently with that there 
has been an effort made to broaden the 
elementary curriculum, especially in the 
particular line—I have already drawn 
attention to it in the figures 
introduction of drawingasaregular subject. 
Of course, there will be of necessity a 
minimum prescribed for the curriculum, 
but beyond this actual minimum circum- 
stances will necessarily vary a great deal 
having regard to the circumstances of each 
school. 
quite obvious the scholars are differently 
situated as they are in town or country, 
in a scattered or dense population, and it 
cannot be expected the education can be 
carried out on the same curriculum. 
When the curriculum is once fixed the 


grant is to be a comprehensive grant— 


a fixed amount on the general efficiency. 


| advice. 


It is necessary to recognise the course of | 


education varies with proficiency, and 
accordingly a larger grant must necessarily 
be allowed in respect of a higher scale. 
One way will be, of course, to pay it 
according to the number of children in 
the higher class ; but if you do that you at 
once give a direct initiative to the 
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The Committee 
to carry out this 
system the arrangements for inspection 
must be changed, and the Department 
had very carefully to consider how the 
inspection had to be carried out. In old 
days there was always an annual inspec- 
tion. It was a fixed day, and it was 
known when it was coming on, and efforts 
were made to turn out well for the day. 
But after it had gone by they were not 
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that will be encouraged. 


| quite so strenuous in their efforts until 


namely, the | 


‘the 


another inspection came round. The 
result was that if a scholar failed to pass 
his examination he was still kept in his 
old place. That system is now altered ; 
inspector’s visits are to occur at 
various intervals during the year. It will 


/not be necessary when he does come for 


ach | him to inspect the whole school at one 
Hon. Members will see that it is | 


time; he may inspect one part of the 
school at one visit and another part at 
another. He may then see the work 


| going on and not examine himself, or he 


may if he chooses examine himself. His 
duty is to confer with the school 
authorities, and to learn what their 
difficulties may be, and give them 


He is to receive a record of the 
work week by week, and juige so far as he 
can by the record how far the school has 
been successful. He will not expect to 
find under those circumstances pupils 
keeping step as it were from class to class, 


‘but altering their places in the class, 


teachers to force the children into the | 


higher class by the mere progress of time, 
irrespective of the fact of whether they 


are fit to go in any class other than that in | 


which they are. 


Accordingly the Depart- | 


ment considered the grand result and 


came to the conclusion that the best way 


is not to pay on the number actually in the | 


higher class, but to pay in respect to age. 
Roughly speaking it will to a great 
extent correspond, although it does not 
do so exactly. Accordingly the rates 
have been fixed for children under 
seven years of age 18s., between 
seven and ten 20s., and over ten 22s. In 
order to check what might be the unfor- 


tunate result of cramming the grant may . 


be reduced for special deficiency by 6d. | 


tests than the ordinary 
/necessary be applied. 


the dull scholars remaining behind ; and 
the efficiency will be judged not by the 
height which each scholar has reached, but 
by the keeping of all scholars at suitable 
work for each of them. Now I have said 
briefly that there are certain dangers in 
this, and one result of the new system 
will be to make very large schools a little 
lax. Anyone can judge of these matters, 
and I hope in that matter that the 
managers will exercise good judgment. 
Undoubtedly it is the wish and intention 
of the Department that nothing like laxity 
is introduced, and schools may be sub- 
jected to very severe tests : more severe 
tests may if 
Probably in the 


| first instance it would be sufficient to 


warn only, but if it is not attended to 
then it is within, the power of the De- 


or Is., and may be increased for special ex- | partment, and it is their intention to resort 


cellence by 6d. 
allowed for 
mechanical 


practical, 


Further grants are to be | to very vigorous individual examinations. 
scientific, and | It does not directly affect the grant 
training, which it is not | ‘whether the persons pass on or not, but 


possible for all scholars to attempt, but | it has the result that it would be at once 


Mr. A. G. Murray. 
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a very thorough test of whether the 
individual has been neglected or not 
under the new system. Now, I trust that, 
in general, these new provisions of the code 
will commend themselves to the educa- 
tional sense of the Committee. In the 
complete change which has been made in 
the method of pay it is necessary to 
walk very warily at first. It is quite 
obvious that it is not in the power or 
the right of the Department to greatly 
alter by this change the burden that is 
being laid on the Imperial Ex- 
chequer. The object is more or less to 
make the burden the same, with, 
of course, capacities for expansion that 
should always exist through persons 
taking proper advantage of the system. 
But still I think the Committee will see 
that to a certain extent the re-fixing of 
the precise sums which may be earned 
under this new system is, so to speak, a 
matter for trial. The Committee will 
notice that in order to avoid any possible 
mistake that may have been made, the 
operation of the new code, so far as the 
payment is concerned, is postponed for a 
year, 7.e., nobody will be paid under the 
provisions of the code until after the 
beginning of 1900, and the department 
will certainly very carefully watch the 
statistics of the year, so that before the 
payment has been actually made, there 
will, as a matter of fact, be another code. 
If the Department, through the better 
statistics they have got by that time, see 
that, with due regard to the general 
burden on the Treasury, they can in 
safety somewhat increase the various 
grants, then they will certainly do so in 
the code of next year. But it is absolutely 
necessary to move cautiously at the first. 
Then there is another feature of the code 
of great interest. I mean that which is 
embraced in chapter 9, dealing with the 
provisions for the secondary departmentsin 
elementary schools. Those provisions are 
part of the general system put forward 
by the minute on Secondary Education. 
The admission to these schools is to be en- 
tirely through the portal of the merit certi- 
ficate. It is the great object of the Depart- 
ment to tempt parents to keep their 
children at school in order to get the merit 
certificate, rather than allow them to be 
content with the labour certificate, and 
having got that, to think that they have 
done all they need to go away. 


{16 JUNE 1899} 


Under | 
chapter 9 in these higher-grade depart- | 
ments there are very large grants pro- | 
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posed ranging from £2 10s. to £4 10s. 
in certain circumstances, and this the 
Department look upon, from the Treasury 
point of view, as an equivalent, for Scot- 
iand long remained, as England did not, 
under the 17s. 6d. limit. 
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Captain SINCLAIR (Forfar): Are 
these grants subject to the 17s. 6d. 
limit ? 


*Mr.A.G. MURRAY : Oh, yes; every- 
thing is subject in Scotland to the 17s. 6d. 
limit. This leads me to the other topic 
of interest peculiar to this year, viz., the 
Minute of the 27th of April, 1899, for the 
disposition of the money under the Local 
Taxation Act of 1898; and here, in order 
to make my remarks intelligible, may I 
remind hon. Members of the history of 
this secondary matter? They will 
remember that this £60,000 for secondary 
education was provided by the Education 
and Local Taxation Account Act of 1892, 
to be distributed according to the Minutes 
of the Education Department. Well, a 
Minute was accordingly promulgated in 
August, 1892. That Minute, in brief, 
provided for the establishment of com- 
mittees on secondary education—what 
I may call local committees—and it pro- 
posed that these local committees should 
make reports to the Education Depart- 
ment, and should propose what institu- 
tion within their bounds should be sub- 
sidised out of thismoney. Well, that, too, 
had been heralded by a Memorandum, and 
owing to certain representations made a 
departmental committee was appointed, of 
which Lord Elgin was chairman, and the 
departmental committee reported in favour 
of that scheme. Accordingly, there having 
been a change of Government in the 
meantime, there was a minute pro- 
mulgated on the 31st of January, 1893, 
which, for all practical purposes, was just 
a repetition of the minute of 1892. Then 
certain representations were made in this 
House, with the result that the Minute of 
January, 1893, was superseded, and 
instead of that there came the Minute of 
the Ist of May, 1893, and the Minute of 
July, 1894, the result being that instead 
of leaving the administration in the 
hands of the Department it reversed the 
process, and made the money to be 
divided among these committees in such 
proportion as the Department might deter- 
mine. Afterwards there were the minutes 
of 1896 and 1897. As hon. Members 
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knew the policy which was initiated in 
1893 so far changed the policy of 1892 
that the scheme became a committee 
scheme instead of a departmental scheme. 
Now, there has been six years’ experience 
of the working of the system, and, 
speaking generally, certainly one result 
has heen to leave the higher class schools, 
which were recognised under the Act 
of 1872, out in the cold, while the 
money has been taken over by the 
county and borough committees. I 
have had no occasion particularly to 
criticise the action of that committee. 
Far from it. On the other hand, anyone 
who considers the position of county and 
borough committees will see that what 
they have done was almost necessarily 
the result of those circumstances, and for 
one or two reasons. The most obvious 
reason was, that if you divide the money 
among various counties and boroughs, the 
county that gets the money says, “ Now, 
then, where shall we spend it?” Ob- 
viously, they say, “We will spend it 
within our own borders.” It might be, 
and in fact it was in a great many Cases, 
that the county had not within its own 
borders a proper secondary school at all. 
Accordingly, in cases like that, it was 
almost forced to give the money to the 
higher department of a primary school. 
Then you have what may be called a more 
indirect tendency. Suppose a school with 
a higher department in one county got 
aid from. the county, because there was 
no proper school to which to give it, and 
there was another school just over the 
border and in the jurisdiction of some 
other county committee, practically con- 
stituted exactly as the other school was 
with a higher department, it was most 
obvious that that school should say, 
“Well, why should not we be treated 
exactly the same as the school over the 
boundary is treated?” forgetting, very 
naturally, that very likely the School 
Board might perhaps with great educa- 
tional advantage have had all the money 
instead of practically sharing. There was 
another natural temptation—that if you 
concentrate the money you only relieve 
the School Board in the district in which 
that money is concentrated ; whereas if 
you diffuse it, you have the effect of 
relieving a great many more School 
Boards than one. Accordingly, so 


far from blaming the county committees, | 


I think the tendency has been for those 
county committees to show those ten- 


Mr, A. G. Murray. 
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| dencies which they were bound to show 
under the circumstances in which they 
existed. At the same time, I do not think 
that educationally there can be any great 
doubt as to the result. The result has 
undoubtedly been that the money has been 
delivered practically in driblets, and very 
often failed to achieve its proper result. 
The result has also been that one or more 
very deserving classes of schools for 
carrying on the secondary education of 
the country have been left out in the 
cold—not that they did not get anything 
at all, because, for instance, those par- 
ticular schools to which I referred 
certainly got something, but that they have 
not got sufficient monetary provision to 
do all that they might do. Seeing that it 
is really for the benefit of the secondary 
education of the country that proper 
secondary schools should have further 
assistance the Department in this case 
felt it necessary not to divide the money 
upon the principle of the Minute of 1893, 
but rather to revert practically to the 
principle of the Minute of 1892. It has 
been suggested-——“ Oh, if you think that 
is the better plan, you might have done 
away with the Minute of 1893 altogether.” 
That would have been a very strong step, 
and it would have been one which the 
Department undoubtedly could have em- 
ployed. It could have intimated a 
censure upon the work of the committees, 
but it recognises that although there may 
have been some points worthy of criticism, 
at the same time there has been really 
good work done by these committees. It 
seems to be thought by some that this 
reverting to the Minute of 1892 implies a 
vote of censure upon the county com- 
mittees, and that it is minimising their 
usefulness and not taking advantage of 
their usefulness. That is certainly not 
the intention of the Department, nor do I 
think it is quite a fair inference from the 
Department’s action. I have already tried 
to show that what I may call the weakness 
of the present system is a necessary 
weakness ; it is really a corollary of the 
plan of beginning by dividing the money 
according to area and valuation and 
parcelling the money out. So far from 
casting any slur upon the county com- 
mittees, this particular Minute with 
which I am now dealing proposes 
to utilise the services of these 
committees, because it proposes that 
every scheme which is submitted by any 
educational authority to the Department 
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shall be subject to the suggestions of | will be during the next few years, the 
these committtes, and that accordingly | putting of the whole system upon what 
we are to have the result of their experi- | may then perhaps turn out to bea broader 





ence, they knowing from their own 
schemes as well as the Department what 
are the provisions for secondary education 
in the districts with which they have to 
do. Before I depart from this, may I 
inform the Committee that in the Minute 


of 1899 there was a slip in the phraseo- | 


logy, which we have amended by a new 
Minute. In paragraph 5 it is said: 


“Each such school shall forward before | 
the lst October, 1899, for the consideration of | 


the Department through the county com- 
mittee on secondary education, ete.”’ 


Now the word “county” will not 


do, because there are more than one | 


sort of committee. There are county 
committees and burgh committees. But 
even “county and burgh” will not do, 


because sometimes there is a secondary | 
education committee for a parish. There- | 


fore the alteration is this: In the Minute 
which has been promulgated it is ordered 
that the paragraph should read as if the 


word “ county,” wherever occurring, were | 


therefrom omitted. It is quite enough with 
the word “county,” as it is then simply 
“the committee on secondary education 
of the district,” which is an appropriate 
reference. That practically ends the 


remarks I wish to inflict upon the Com- | 


mittee at the present stage. The inten- 
tion of the Department has been to try 
with this new money to supply the 
deficiency which was left by the natural 


tendency of the administration which has | 


so long existed. It will in future care- 
fully watch the results, both which are 
got from the existing system and from 
the new system now inaugurated. From 
those results we hope the time will come 
when it will be possible to reorganise the 
whole system and put it upon a proper 
basis. But we thought it would be a very 
foolish plan at this present moment, without 
the assistance of this experience, either to 
shut our eyes to the educational disadvan- 
tages which are the necessary conco- 
mitants of the present system, or, because 
we felt those educational disdvantages, to 
have swung so far the other way as to 
have with a ruthless hand destroyed the 
present system altogether and swept away 
the county committees. We think it 
would be much safer to proceed as we 
have done in this matter of the Minute 
of to-day, and leave tu the future, with our 
experience modified and broadened as it 


|and more logical basis. 


| *Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
| Burghs): There are three matters to 
'which the Lord Advocate has referred in 
| the statement he has made—a statement 
certainly not too long for the importance 
‘of the topics with which we have to 
‘deal. Those are, the promulgation 
|of the Code of this year, the matter of 
educational finance in Scotland, and the 
question of secondary education. On the 
changes in the Code I am bound to say 
| that, so far as my experience goes, I have 
been led most heartily to approve of the 
| action of the Department. On the subject 
| of the finance, I confess I retain the state 
of mind that I was ina few years ago, 
when the whole matter of our educational 
finance was settled upon a footing which 
'we thought highly unsatisfactory and 
‘unfair. On the question of secondary 
| education, and the allocation of these new 
grants, I confess that, so far as I have 
|seen, my mind is completely hostile to 
| any interference with our existing system 
as is proposed. It appears to me that the 
| limitation of secondary grants is a limita- 
tion which will cut out the recognition 
financially by the State of the most 
'excellent and highly valued work that 
‘is done in large districts in Scotland 
'in the interests of secondary education 
by secondary departments of ordinary 
schools in districts where it is utterly 
|impossible, owing to the sparseness of 
population or other causes, to have fully 
equipped secondary schools. On these 
topics the Committee will excuse me if I 
| deal as briefly as I can—and yet at some 
|length—with them in detail. On the 
|matter of the Code, I have already 
| said that I am thoroughly in sympathy 
| with the action of the Department. 
| There are three periods in the history of 
|the subject. Under the old parochial 
| system prior to 1872 the general interests 
| of the, school were apt to suffer for the 
|sake of the schoolmaster’s fancy pupils. 
| Then in order to get the better of the 
fancy system which obtained when the old 
| teacher was lord and master of the whole 
| position, there came the Statute of 1872; 
| and just as the former legislation erred 
| on the side of laxity, so, I fear, the codes 
| subsequent to 1872 erred on the side of un- 
due rigidity, for it was set forth that each 
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child should pass an examination to the | 


satisfaction of the inspector. I entirely 
approve of what the Lord Advocate has 


said upon this matter, that under the cir- | 


cumstances the Department were justified 
in doing what they did. Now the whole 
system of individual examination is prac- 
tically at an end, and I must say 
that I think, in this Committee, we 
ought, on our own responsibility, to 
re-echo the remark of the Lord Advocate 
with regard to the new and very grave 
responsibilities which now fall upon the 
inspectors in Scotland in consequence of 
this Zreat change. I have no reason 
whatever to distrust the inspectorate in 


Scotland which has had a most distin- | 
I hope this change will | 


guished history. 
be a success ; but it can only be a success 


if the inspectors in the discharge of their | 


duties recognise that they are the ser- 


vants of the State, and decline to lean | 


either towards the teacher on the one 
hand or towards the interests of the 
ratepayers on the other. They are 
the servants paid by the Imperial 
Treasury, and their duty is to make a 
report which shall be 
local or personal interests, and in 
accordance with Imperial demands. The 
State relies upon this being done, and if 


that result should ensue I think it will | 
complete educational | 
justification of the change. On the | 
matter of finance | am bound to say that | 
I have not derived very much satisfaction | 


practically be a 


from my right hon. friend’s statement, for 
we have no light thrown upon the sub- 


ject by him further than is tound in the | 
What we, as} 


Estimates for the year. 
Scotsmen, having in view the require- 


ments of Scotland, are anxious to know | 
is how does this educational budget | 
compare with the English grants given | 


I will try to make 


in recent years? 
When the 


this point perfectly clear. 
Act of 1897 was 


the Committee will remember that I 


very strongly challenged by an adverse | 


vote the proposed grant tor voluntary 
schools in Scotland, and the reason for 
that was that it was the best pronounce- 
ment in the way of protest we could make 
against the deficiency of the amount which 
was being allotted to Scotland. But time 
has gone on, and it now appears that the 
figures I then gave have been more and 


more justified in succeeding years. [| 


find that the contrast which we then 
initiated was a contrast between the pro- 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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posed legislation for England under 
which £800,000 was to be granted 
to the voluntary schools and _ the 


necessitous Board schools in England. 
Upon the calculation of the equivalent 
grant to which we have been so long 
familiar, on the principle confirmed by 
successive Chancellors of the Exchequer, 
we were entitled to an equivalent sum of 
£110,000 a year. Instead of that we got 
a sum which left a deficit of £52,000 a 
year due to Scotland. I remarked at the 
time that Scotland would be in a situa- 
tion under which she would be deprived 
by this proposal of a fund which would 
have fallen to it at the rate of £1,000 per 
week. I find that the result more than 
confirms the estimate I then made. 
Instead of the sum of £800,000 having 
been given to England, the sum of 
£833,000 has been paid, which is more 
than England expected. But so far as I 
can wade through the figures only 
£54,000, instead of £110,000, has been 
awarded to Scotland, while even upon the 
reckoning of the items embraced by the 
Lord Advocate in his statement we were 
promised £80,000. Take one instance 
only. The Committee will remember 
that one great point which was made by 
the Government of the day was that Scot- 
land need not complain because she was 
to get an allowance which was to make 
up a capitation grant of 12s. per head 
per scholar in Scotland instead of 10s., 
and that under that allowance she would 
receive the sum of £26,000 a year. Of 
course we protested strongly against that 
statement as one in which some incom- 
prehensible fallacy lay, but we were met 
by an absolute denial on the part of the 
Government. Now, how do the facts stand 
on the present estimate ? Why, instead 
of £26,000 which was to come to Scotland, 
a sum of only £5,000 has been paid over, 
| and Scotland has been deprived of the sum 
of £21,000 a year upon this single item. 
Iam bound to say that I hope all the 
Members for Scotland, irrespective of 
party, will support the view which I ven- 
ture to lay before the House—that, how- 
ever you look at the figures, it is 
manifestly clear that Scotland has been 
deprived both of what she was led to 
expect under the doctrine of the equiva- 
lent grant and what she was pledged to 
receive on the statement of the responsible 
Minister of the Crown in 1897. We had 
to submit to this, and what I did expect 
| from the Lord Advocate was that, in answer 
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to the questions which have been put to 
him more than once, he would have made 
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‘elementary course and be a passport to 


it clear that there was ample justification | 


for this deficit. 
appears on the whole figures that, instead 
of there being a deficit of £52,000 a 
year, the deficit will probably at least 
be £60,000a year. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I feel bound to denounce the 
action of the Government for putting 
Scotland in the position of having to look 
upon the doctrine of the equiv alent grant 
as hopelessly gone. I say so with the 
greatest sorrow and regret, for it is per- 
fectly clear that under the present régime 
we have entered upon a period when 
Scotland can no longer expect the doctrine 
of the equivalent grant to be applied to 
her. And it is surely clear that this 
Government, having done so much for 
education, is bound to retrieve the for- 
tunes of Scotland in the direction of a 
generous apportionment in respect of 
secondary education When that time does 
come I hope we shall say with one 
voice that, recognising the abolition by 
this Government of the doctrine of the 
equivalent grant, and recognising that 
notwithstanding that we continue to con- 
tribute our full share to the Imperial 
revenue, Scotland shall be dealt with 
on a generous and satisfactory scale, and 
above all that we shall not limit our 
claims to what obtains under any system 
existing south of the Tweed. Some years 
ago when this matter of the equivalent 
grants came to be dealt with we were 
all of one mind. The Scotch Education 
Department were of the same mind as 
ourselves, and one of the Minutes was to 
the effect that when the new grants came 
to be made in England Scotland might 
justly expect that she would be treated 
upon the eleven-eightieth scale. But the 
Scotch Department did not know, appa- 
rently, the straits to which the Govern- 
ment would be reduced in the matter of 
finance, or the scurvy treatment which 
would be meted out to Scotland when she 
came to be dealt with. 
commend to my fellow Members that we 
ought, if possible, to so arrange Scotch 
educational finance that the secondary, | 
and if possible the university, system 
should obtain the payment of fees, and | 
that the benefit of this grant should be | 
given to Scotland in this respect. In| 
the views which I have formerly laid 
before the House I have urged that the 
merit certificate should crown the free 


I venture to re-| 


In point of fact, it rather | 


| dary instruction. 


free secondary instruction, and I am very 
glad that the grant has now so far reached 
that position, because the main features 
of the changes during the past year were 
the fixing of the standard of the merit 
certificate as a satisfactory outcome of 
an elementary school course. So far we 
view the action of the Department with 
satisfaction. But I observe there is a 
still further step taken on the lines of 
I refer to 


my own recommendations. 
the merit certificate being regarded 
as a passport to secondary education. 


Lord Balfour, in a most interesting and 
powerful address he delivered at Paisley 
on September 14th, 1898, put the matter 
very simply when he said that the real 
aim of the Department was to make 
the merit certificate open the door to 
secondary education, and I find in the 
Report of this year it is stated that, while 
the merit certificate is to be taken as 
evidence of the satisfactory completion of 
an elementary school course, it will also 
serve for the purposes of an entrance 

examination for all pupils who propose to 
enter for higher education, and that it 
will be regarded as a test of fitness to 
profit by such instruction. We have now 
a guarantee that secondary education in 


Scotland will not be given to dullards 
and those unfitted to receive it, 
and that the merit certificate will 


be the passport to it. My second point 
has not yet come, but I hope it will 
before many years. That is that the 
State should take on itself courageously 
the responsibility of providing free secon- 
My noble friend the 


Secretary for Scotland has very nearly 
found salvation in this matter. He is 


just shivering on the brink, and is only 
afraid to launch away. He says in his 
Paisley address : 

* We wish to make secondary schools avail- 
able for all whose circumstances and whose 


talents make it expedient they should take 
advantage of them.” 


That is exactly the position of all parties 


| in this House, and also I hope in another 


| place. 


Lord Balfour proceeds : 


“There is no difference as to the end to be 
| aimed at among those who take an interest in 
the subject, but there is a difference as to the 
means. Some, as I have indicated, say that 
we should do it by making such schools univer- 
sally free. This is a view not without its 
attractions. But, looking at it as a practical 
question, I am not prepared either on behalf 
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of myself or of the Government to give any 
adhesion to the doctrine of free secondary 
education.” 


I am surprised my noble friend treated | 
It is a doctrine | 


this as a new doctrine. 
three centuries old, and in Scotland we 
have long been familiar with the idea 
that secondary education was not to be 
the privilege of the higher classes in the 
community, but was to be the privilege 
of every student in every rank of life. I 
find that that is the idea of the Secretary 
for Scotland himself, because in another 
passage in the address to which I have 
referred he says : 


“We have in late years done much in the 
way of making education free. Some desire 
we should go still further. 


and in another passage he says : 

“ Just as in elementary education the State 
made a limitation of fee a condition of grant 
long before it made the abolition of fee a con- 
dition, it would seem not unreasonable that in 
secondary education it should be said that one 
condition of a grant should be a limitation of 
fee to a sum which can fairly be faced by a 
middle-class parent.” 


Why “middle-class parent”? Why 
should not the humblest in the land who 
contributes to the Imperial Revenue be 
able to have secondary education, not by 
a limitation of the fee, but by the abolition 
of the fee being made a condition of the 
grant ? I would remind Lord Balfour that 
in elementary education the first step 
was limitation, and it was followed by 
abolition. As regards secondary educa- 
tion he is prepared to go as far as limita- 
tion, and with one short step further 
we should have abolition in the very 
near future. It is not a question of 
money, because we would have plenty of 
money if we had our due, and even with 
what we have if it were properly ad- 
ministered. I know there is a social 
prejudice against secondary education, 
but that prejudice is unworthy of the 
traditions of Scotland. I would remind 
the Committee of an utterance of a Lord 


High Chancellor of England — Lord 
Brougham. He was a pupil of the High 


School of Edinburgh. There was not this 
social prejudice in his time, and the 
children of the highest and the lowest 
ranks of society were educated together. 
That he considered made the _ school 
invaluable. This is his own language : 


“There they were, sitting side by side, | 
giving and taking places from each other, | 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


{COMMONS} 





(Civil Service Estimates). 1380 


without the slightest impression on the part 
of my noble friends of any superiority on their 


| parts to other boys, or any ideas of inferiority 


on the part of other boys to them.’ 


[ hope the mind of Scotland will 
become familiar with the idea that every 
class of society is entitled to the privi- 
lege of free education, and that we shall 
not keep the humblest class in the 
country out of our secondary institutions. 
There is one other matter to which I wish 
to refer, and that is that Scotland is, in 
spite of the slowness of the Education 
Department, gradually getting free secon- 
dary education, because money is being 
granted for the purpose by the county 
committees, many of them representing 
populations of the poorest character. The 
Elgin and other County Committees give a 
direct subsidy to certain schools on the con- 
dition that free secondary education is 
given. Over and over again we find county 
committees out of the slender means’ at 
their disposal endeavouring to secure free 
places all over Scotland in secondary 
institutions. Now that the Secretary for 
Scotland is near salvation on the one 
hand, and the county committees are 
doing so much on the other, I hope the 
time is coming when Scotch Members, 
irrespective of party, will join in urging 
the Government to reorganise secondary 


education in Scotland on a generous 
scale of payment in the _ interests 


of the whole country. My last point 
is, Where is this secondary education 
to be got? and here I find myself in 
opposition to the proposals of the 
Government. On the 27th April, 1899, 
the Scotch Education Department issued 
a Minute which stated : 


“The remainder of the balance available 
under this section shall be applied in aid of 
such high-class secondary and technical schools 
as are not in receipt of grants under the Scotch 
Code.” 

I wondered whether it could really be 
the intention of Her Majesty’s Govern. 
ment to disfranchise so many schools and 
localities, but it now appears that our con- 
struction of the Minute was unhappily 


only too true. The right hon. 
Gentleman’s explanation is that 
there is so little money to give, 
and that there is a tendency to 


diffuse it by the county committees, and 


,that in many cases where money was 


given the committees had no proper 
secondary schools at all. He said further 
that the Minute was not a vote of censure 
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on the county committees. No, it is{ not wonder that the local authorities, 
not a vote of censure on the county | looking through the Minutes of the 
committees, but it isa very severe vote | Department, are hampered in the adminis- 
of censure on the schools throughout Scot- | tration of the moneys which reach them 
land of the most excellent kind, particu-| from the Treasury. We must have 
larly in the northern counties, which legislation to endeavour to bring 
have secondary departments doing most order out of this confusion, under 
admirable work for education. The cen-| which is concealed the great loss 
sure is not on the county committees,| which the nation is annually sustaining 
but on the schools. I hope this Minute even in the matter of pure finance. 
is not yet beyond the stage of further) When that day dawns I hope it will not 
consideration. It is impossible in coun- be forgotten that Scotland has not been 
ties such as Ross and Inverness, where treated very handsomely in the grants 
the population is extremely sparse, —equivalent or corresponding, if you 
to draw a circle and make in the/like to call it so—in past years. 
centre a secondary education school.| I hope, further, that in any settle- 
You are bound to take circumstances as| ment of Scotch education following on 
you find them. Large tracts of the country this Code the Government will, if 
have a very slender population, and, in-| possible, keep in its secondary depart- 
stead of encouraging secondary schools in | ments the rate of advance which Scotland 
large centres with more grants of public has had over England in primary educa- 
money, it would be a wiser distribution of | tion. The contrast between the English 
money to give greater encouragement to and the Scottish system is most striking. 
the secondary departments of schools in Ina poor country like Scotland our school 
the poorer and more sparsely populated teachers are a far better paid class than 
districts. I hope that this extension will they are in England. They receive at 
not continue, and that Her Majesty’s least £20 per annum more per head than 
Government wili see to it that this grant inthe richer country of England. Scotland, 
is distributed, as in times past, not where in- poor as it is, and sparsely populated, is 
efficient education is given, but wherever willing to pay, all overits iand valuation, no 
efficient education is administered. There less than 94d. in the pound for its schools. 
are in the elementary schools of Scotland | I wish the same could be said of England. 
6,000 chiidren above the age of 15 who Again, in Scotland we have been ex- 
all pay fees, except under the county tremely loyal to the representative 
committee arrangement. Why should system. I would put the contrast thus. 
not the Government have the courage— For every five Voluntary scholars in 
they have plenty of money—simply to England there are four Board scholars. 
sweep away the payment of fees in| How do the figures stand in regard to 
all schools whatever, be their character Scotland? For every five Voluntary 
primary, higher grade, secondary, or scholars in Scotland there are thirty-three 
technical ? Everybody in Scotland seems Board scholars. Scotland has been proud 
to be agreed upon the subject, and the and willing to tax itself in order to sub- 
Educational Institute of Scotland have mit to the representative system. I think 
taken a strong line on the matter. They /it is very hard indeed that when the 
say that by continuing the grant to the equivalents were being granted we got such 
secondary schools an injustice would be a small allowance, because we had so few 
inflicted on the higher department of the | Voluntary schools. It was a _punish- 
primary schools, more especially in dis- ment for our own independence and our 
tricts where secondary education is only loyalty. We should watch the Depart- 
available in the ordinary public schools. ment very closely, and I repeat that, 
I say that that observation is justifiable, | irrespective of party, when this matter of 
and I hope that the result of this discus- education has been recast, we should 
sion will be that the Government will demand that the whole of the children of 
recede from its absurd position. When Scotland, however humble they may be, 
one looks through these reports, and turns must be emphatically the inheritors of 
to the financial statement furnished with | that free education which has been so 
them, as to the grants, duplicated and re- | successful in the past. 

duplicated as they are, one finds that in| 

this matter of Scotch education the con-|- *Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrew, W.): I 
fusion is almost inextricable; and I do have listened with interest to the state- 
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ment which has been made by the Lord | 
Advocate, and I am bound to say that | 
the portion with which I was specially 
concerned—namely, the defence he made 
of the Minute of 27th April, 1899—seemed 
to me perhaps the most unsatisfactory 
part of his speech. The fact of the | 
matter is that the position of secondary | 
education, and the work that has been 
carried on in connection with it in Scot- 
jand at the present time, is involved in so 
many intricacies and so much difficulty 
that it is almost impossible to follow it, 
and to understand what the actual posi- 
tion is. If the House would bear with 
me for a minute or two, I would ask it to 
remember what that position is. You 
have in Scotland various secondary 
schools, under the management of School 
3oards. They are called higher. class 
schools. Fees are regularly charged 


in them, and they are not 
grant - earning under the Code, but 
they do receive grants from the 


Science and Art Department, which are 
now administered, fortunately, by the 
Scotch Education Department. Then we 
have throughout Scotland a large number 
of higher departments in the elementary 
schools, which are doing a great deal of 
good work, and which earn grants under 
the Code, grants which were somewhat 
limited under the provisions of the old 
Code, but which are being largely extended 
by the provisions of the new Code. 
Various sums of money are available for 
the assistance of secondary and technical 
education. There is the money which 
came to the counties and burghs of Scot- 
land under the residue grant of 1890. 
That money is distributed throughout 
Scotland to the various counties, burghs, 
and local authorities. On the whole the | 
counties have applied, I think I may say, 
the whole of that money to technical 
education, and the burghs have expended 
some of it, but not nearly so much as 
the counties, on technical education. An 
additional grant came to the same spend- 
ing authorities out of the Local Taxation 
Account (Scotland) Grant, under the Act 
of 1892. A Blue Book has been published 
recently dealing with the method em- 
ployed in expending the two grants 
by the various local authorities, and 
it forms a very interesting record | 
of the work accomplished so far. 
Looking upon it from the point of view 
as a county Member, I consider that | 
the County Committees have done their | 

Mr, Renshaw. 
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work satisfactorily and well; and I 
only wish I could say the same in regard 
to the expenditure in the burghs. Let 
me point out that one of the great diffi- 
culties in regard to the expenditure of 
these grants in counties, by the County 
Committees, is that the very parts of the 
county where the money could best be 
spent—that is, within the burghs—are the 
very parts where no money whatever is 
given by the local authority for the pro- 
motion of technical education. Let me 
give the Committee an instance which 
will show the great difficulties that 
exist at the present moment, and how 
important is the suggestion that has 
been made by the hon. Member for 
the Border Burghs in regard to legislation 
to give effect to the secondary education 
grants to which he has referred, and also 
to some of the other money which comes 
tous. In my own county the whole of 
the money under the grant of 1890 is 
devoted to technical education; but in 
the large burgh of Paisley only £228 out 
of a grant of £562, and in Port Glasgow 
£30 out of £105, are devoted to technical 
education, whilst in Greenock and five 
other burghs no part of the grant is 
given for technical education. I refer 
to that fact, for I want to bring home to 
the Lord Advocate the fact that as long 
as those moneys which it was hoped 
and intended should be devoted to the 


'development of technical and secondary 


education are dispersed through so many 
spending authorities it will be impossible 
to improve the administration of them. 
That brings me to the question of the 
amount available under the Special Grant 
for secondary education. There is a sum 
of £60,000 under the Act of 1892 which 
is distributed throughout the various 
counties and six burghs of Scotland, 
on the basis of population, under the 
Minute of June 10th, 1897. The county 
committees which distribute their quota 
of the Grant are constituted by the 
County Council appointing a certain 
number of members, and by the Chair- 
men of the School Boards in each county 
appointing so many additional members. 
Her Majesty’s Inspector of Schools for 
the district is also added to the com- 
mittee. The committees sit and consider 
the whole question of secondary education 
within their district. They frame a 
scheme which they have to submit to the 
Department. The Department sends the 
scheme to the various School Boards and 
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county, and invites criticism upon the 
scheme under which the money which is to 
come from the special Grant for secondary 
education is to be expended in the county. 
The Department, having received these 
criticisms, again place themselves in com- 
munication with the county committees, 
who have to reconsider their schemes, 
if necessary. After having made 
their explanations and received the 
sanction of the Department to their 
schemes, they then proceed to give effect 
tothem. The Minute of 1897 contained 
avery valuable suggestion, namely, that 
they should endeavour, wherever possible, 
to invite the co-operation of the authorities 
which had thespending of the money under 
the residue grant of 1890. To a certain 
extent, I believe, the county committees 
had the funds under this grant placed at 
their disposal ; but as long as we have so 
many spending authorities it is impossible 
to get a general agreement. This diffi- 
culty exists, and will continue to exist 
until we have legislation on the subject. 
I understand from the remarks of the 
Lord Advocate to-night, and from the 
criticism which has been directed from 
time to time on the work of the county 
committees, that these have not been so 
successful as they might have been in 
promoting secondary education in various 
parts of the country. I think he said 
that one result of the administration had 
been to leave the higher class schools out 
inthe cold. I should just like, on that 
point, to ask the attention of the Com- 
mittee to an interesting synopsis at the 
end of the Education Report this year, as 
to the work carried on by these county 
committees. It is there stated that 
direct subsidies to the extent of £21,000 
were paid out of the grants received for 
secondary education to higher class 
schools, and that £19,000 was paid in 
direct subsidies to higher departments 
of elementary schools. From that I do not 
think it can be said, in regard to the 
work done by the county committees, 
that they have left the higher class 
schools out in the cold. The right hon. 
Gentleman went on to say that the 
county committees seemed to make up 
their minds that the money was to be 
spent within their own boundaries, and 
that they were thus forced to give it, in 
some cases, to the higher departments of 
primary schools. No doubt that is the 
case. There are counties in Scotland 
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the managers of secondary schools in the | where no secondary schools exist, and it 
| cannot be a matterof blame that the county 
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committees should spend the money in 


'that way. But no one could follow the 


Reports that have been made in regard to 
secondary and technical education without 
being satisfied that every year there has 
been more concentration going on. I 


_ think it is only right to point out that the 


greatest compliment that has been paid 
to the work carried on by the county 
committees has been the production of 
the new Code this year. It actually 
recognised the very smallest class of 
schools to which Grants had been given 
out of these two funds by the county 
committees as being worthy now of 
receiving special grants under the 
Code. Under Section 21 of the Code 
this year there is a grant of 50s. per 
head for the pupils taught in classes of 
not more than 40. That is a recogni- 
tion that these schools are doing good 
work beyond elementary education. 
Then, under Chapter 9, a provision is 
made for a special grant in the higher 


‘grade schools on the commercial side, of 


£2 10s. for the first year, of £3 10s. for 
the second year, and £4 10s. for the third 
year, to pupils who have taken the merit 
certificate. I have nothing but praise to 
express in regard to the provisions in 
that respect, and I claim that the Code 
is a recognition of the good work carried 
on by the county committees. The 
county committees have been accused of 
dispersing their money too much abroad, 
giving too much to small schools, and 
leaving the higher class schools out in the 
cold. My own experience of one of these 
county committees is that they have 
done nothing of the kind. We are 
really and truly aiming, not only at 
giving a secondary education in all parts 
of the country, but also in supporting the 
system of secondary schools. But there 
is a real difficulty in regard to the ad- 
ministration of these Grants in connee- 
tion with the higher class schools. The 
higher class schools charge fees in 
their elementary department and _ in 
the higher department. One of the 
great difficulties which the County Com- 
mittees will have to face is, how they 
are fairly to put fee-paying scholars 
alongside a large number of free 
scholars coming from all parts of the 
country, and perhaps belonging to a 
humbler class than those they are 
in the habit of associating with in these 
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schools. Then comes the Minute of 
April 27th, 1899. The County Com- 
mittees are, under that Minute, 


placed in a totally different position 
from that which they occupied pre- 
viously. They will have still to admini- 
ster the grant under the Minute of June 
10th, 1897; but they will be placed 
in a different relation to the Department 
in regard to the secondary schools, and 
the higher department of the elemen- 
tary schools by the provisions of the 
Minute of April 27th, 1899. In regard 
to the £60,000 grant the Committee 
frame a scheme, and the Department 
sends it down to the school managers and 
the School Boards, and after receiving 
the sanction of the Department the Com- 
mittee give effect to the scheme. Under 
the Minute of April 27th the same work, 
in fact, is to be accomplished, but in a 
different way. A sum of £31,000 would 
be available for the whole of Scotland. 


The managers of the secondary 
schools are to have the right to 


make a statement of the various items 
connected with school expenditure, and 
to send that statement, through the 
county committees, up to the Education 
Department. When that has been 
done, the Education Department is 
to consider the scheme, and to. sanc- 
tion it, or some modification of it, 
or possibly not to agree to it at 
all. What will be the position 
of the unfortunate county commit- 
tees? They will be called upon 
to criticise the scheme of the managers 
of the Secondary Schools, and if they 
say that the scheme of the managers 
asks too much for the Secondary Schools, 
it will be said that they are disloyal to 
their localities. I do not at all envy the 
duty of the county committees in 
criticising these schemes, and I think the 
confusion will be worse confounded by 
the different manner in which they will 
work under the new Minute. I do hope, 
notwithstanding what the Lord Advocate 
has stated, that there will be some 
reconsideration of this matter, and that 
it will be found possible to deal with 


the £60,000 grant and the £31,000 
grant together. Whatever the plan 


should be, the £91,000 should be treated 
as one sum. Under the scheme of 1897 
a provision was made that £200 per 
annum was to be paid to every Secondary 
School. Under a new scheme which 


would thoroughly protect higher class 


Mr. Renshaw. 
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‘schools, instead of a provision of £200 


per annum, in larger centres £500 or 
£600 might be fixed upon, I think 
the time has come when without 
further experiment more concentration 
should take place. Until the County 
and the Burghs Authorities are united 
in an endeavour to establish in Scotland 
a thoroughly sound and effective system 
of secondary education—legislation will 
be necessary for that—it will be im- 
possible for us to feel that we are not 
wasting some of the money that has been 
and ought to be devoted to the purposes 
of secondary and technical education. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddington): I 
have listened to the speech of the hon. 
Member who has just sat down with 
intense interest. He addresses the 
House on this topic with great 
authority, because his knowledge is not 
only theoretical, but derived from a large 
experience in practical administration. 
It is significant that the work of county 
committees has been done best in the 
region which the hon. Gentlemen repre- 
sents. Not only Renfrewshire, but 
Lanarkshire stands out in a very ad- 
mirable fashion for the manner in which 
the county committees have been able to 
distribute the grants entrusted to them. 
It is ominous to the Government when 
the hon. Member who has just sat down 
and the hon. and learned member for the 
Border Burghs have agreed in expressing 
dissatisfaction with the scheme the 
Government have embodied in_ the 
Minute of last April. To this extent I 
feel sympathy with the Government ; that 
I think the work which was done by the 
committees to whom the money has been 
entrusted has not been, in all respects, of 
a nature so satisfactory as to encourage 
the Government in the hope that the 
best results attainable in the disposal 
of the money have been secured. | 
agree with the Lord Advocate when he 
says that something was necessary 
to be done to give some guarantee 
that higher education will be obtained, 
but where I find myself not wholly at one 
with the Government, and much more in 
sympathy with their critics this afternoon, 
is as regards the machinery which they 
have devised to give effect to their Mr 
nutes. I cannot help thinking that the 
failure of the local committees in Scot 
land to carry out the purposes which the 
friends of education seek to attain in re 
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gard to higher and technical education 
arises from the fact that these committees 
are far too numerous, that in some cases 
too little money is at their disposal, and 
that there has often been a frittering 
away of national resources. Nothing is 
more striking in this respect than the 
contrast between Scotland and Wales. 
My noble friend the Secretary for Scot- 
land, in a recent speech at Paisley, I think, 
said that Scotland had nothing to learn 
from Wales in the matter of higher edu- 
cation. I venture to say that Scotland 
has everything tolearn. In Wales they 
have a system under which the money 
at the disposal of the local committees 
has been properly expended for higher 
educational purposes, but in Scotland 
small funds are handed over to town 
councils and local bodies to be frittered 


away for the reduction of rates 
and for no useful purpose whatever. You 
have in Wales a number of local 


committees which is not out of proportion 
to the sum you have to expend; and 
you have a central body, constituted 
out of the representatives of these com- 
mittees and other representative Boards, 
to assist them, which really represents the 
educational mind of Wales in regard to 
the educational necessities of the country. 
I have been convinced for some time that 
you never will have a better state of 
things in Scotland until you arouse public 
attention to the matter. And I do not 
think that you will bring about that 
better state of affairs until you have estab- 
lished in Scotland, not only a central 
educational authority, such as there is in 
Wales, which will represent the popular 
mind on the subject, but until you have 
also brought about such a reform of the 
system of local committees as_ shall 
diminish their number, and leave them in 
possession of adequate funds. A con- 
siderable change is also necessary in 
regard to the whole system of inter- 
mediate education and the administration 
of the funds devoted to teehnical and the 
higher education. Another necessity is 
that we should bring our intermediate 
education into some living relation to the 
Universities. I think on matters of tech- 
nical and scientific education inourScottish 
Universities we are far behind the Univer- 
sities of England and Wales. We are 
wholly deficient in technical science, and 


there is no element in the Scottish univer- | 


sity system which brings itself into con- 
tact with the schools, or which would 
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give the schools the position of a stepping- 
stone to something higher. We are a 
nation of Philistines as far as technical 
education is concerned. Compare it with 
what exists south of the Tweed. If you 
turn to the Welsh University, with its 
three colleges, or to the Victoria Univer- 
sity, with its colleges at Liverpool, Man- 
chester, and Preston, you find established 
asytem of technical and scientific training 
which is in living contact with the indus- 
trial enterprises of the people, and which 
enables the pupils to obtain that scientific 
and practical education which fits them 
for appointments in the industrial world. 
Take, tor instance, the teaching in Scot- 
land of one single branch of science— 
chemistry. In the University of Edin- 
burgh, which I know best, you have a 
large number of students in the chemistry 
class, but only a single professor, and the 
teaching has no living relation with the 
practical work of to-day in the industrial 
world. Contrast that with the University 
of Zurich in Switzerland, where there are 
seven professors of chemistry to the same 
number of students as in Edinburgh, 
and where the teaching is brought into 
practical aecord with the industrial neces- 
sities of the country. I think that the next 
step that the Government ought to take 
should be in the direction of the improve- 
ment of scientific and technical education 
in connection with the intermediate 
schools. Already in Glasgow the mind 
of the University authorities is being 
awakened as to what steps should be 
taken in this direction. Until we have, 
as in Wales, a link between the elemen- 
tary schools and the secondary schools, 
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-and between these higher class schools 


and universities, we will not have in Scot- 
land a system which can, in any sense, be 
described as satisfactory. I am quite pre- 
pared to bear testimony to the admirable 
energy and ability which has been thrown 
into the reform of the Scotch system of 
late years; but how is it possible with 
our system, administered as it is, to obtain 
thorough efficiency ?- We have one official 
here in London, Sir Henry Craik, and in 
Scotland we have a number of educational 
bodies without any centre of interest, as 
in Wales, on which the public attention 
might become focussed ; and the result is 
that, under the guise of a democratic in- 
stitution, under the semblance of handing 
over the educational interests of the 
country to local authorities, we have got 


\ the most complete system of centralisa- 
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tion that can be seen inthis country. Our 
system, centredin Dover House, in London, 
is conducted with great ability, no doubt, 
but without that living contact with the 
people and that knowledge of the necessities 
of the case which can only be gained if 
you have the head of the Department 
living among the people and on the spot. 
I, for one, despair of the system of Scotch 
education being brought into a more 
efficient condition until we have more of 
the work of central administration done in 
Seotland than we have at the present time. 
I feel that the local committees have, in 
a large measure, failed, though some have 
managed their business with conspicuous 
success. It would have been better if the 
Government had not proceeded on lines 
of centralisation, but had reformed the 
local committees, and given them a better 
system of working. Until they have 
done that there will be none of that 
growth of public interest in education in 
Scotland which is so urgently required, 
and without which you will make no 
marked progress in the reform of your 
educational system. 


Supply 


*COLONEL DENNY — (Kilmarnock 
Burghs) : The question which [ desire to 
bring before the Committee is one of 
those usual struggles between Depart- 
ments employed to distribute moneys 
voted by this House and the beneficiaries, 
who object to the method of distribution. 
Under the Education (Seotland) Act, 
1897, certain funds were placed at the 
disposal of the Scotch Educational Depart- 
ment, as a complement of the amounts 
granted for the payment of a certain sum 
per head to the poor School Boards and. 
Voluntary schools in England. The Bill 
isa very simple one, and merely states 
that where the Board is a poor School 
Board—that is to say. where the yield of 
a 3d. rate is not 7s. 6d. per child—that 
Board shall forthwith be entitled to the 
privileges accorded to poor School Boards 
and shall receive 4d. per child for every 
complete penny by which the school rate 
per £ exceeds 3d. Read as the House of 
Commons undoubtedly, to my mind, ex- 
pected this to be read, there is 
nothing more simple, and the School 


Board of Port Glasgow in my con- 
stituency made its demand in_ the 


month of September, 1898, for the grant 

for that year, amounting to £109 Is. 4d. 

This was based on the school rate as 

levied by the Parish Council of 9d. per £. 
Mr. Haldane. 
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| This rate was levied as to 4}d. on owners 


and 43d. on occupiers, in accordance with, 
I understand, a legal decision given by 
the Court of Session as to poor rate only, 
school rate being by Lord Rutherfurd 
Clark specifically excepted, to the effect 
that it was not the rate which should be 
divided equally between owners and 
occupiers, but the product of the rate ; 
and as occupiers are notoriously less 
likely to pay regularly than owners, it 
naturally requires a larger rate upon 
them than upon the others to produce 
equal amounts from both classes. I hold, 
however, that the division between 
owners and occupiers has nothing what- 
ever to do with the Act of 1897, which 
clearly specified the School Board rate 
without any reservation as to how this 
was divided ; in fact, were they to go 
into the division of the rate | do not see 
for what reason they fixed the minimum 
of 3d. per £, without at the same time 
going into elaborate explanations of 
how the 3d. in the £ was to be derived 
from the two classes of ratepayers. How- 
ever, it ultimately came to this, that the 
Scotch Education Department fixed a 
hypothetical rate of their own, for which 
no reason, to my mind, has ever been 
adduced. Taking the owners’ rate as 
the more stable, they multiplied that 
(41d.) by two, producing, as I say, a 
hypothetical rate of 8}d., as against the 
9d. which was levied ; and as they do not 
take into consideration anything less than 
Id. they take off the $d., and pay my 
unfortunate School Board in Port Glasgow 
on the rate of &d. instead of 9d.—that is 
to say, instead of giving them 24d. per 
child, to which I hold they were clearly 
entitled under the Act, they have only 
given them 20d., or a loss of 4d. per 
child ; and as there are 1,636 children in 
average attendance, that means a loss to 
them of £26 14s. per annum, which is 
sufficiently serious even if it were justi- 
fied. The School Board at once pro- 
tested, and a long correspondence ensued 
with the Scotch Education Department. 
I was received—as is customary and usual 
in all Government Departments—most 
courteously by the officials, and Sir Henry 
Craik explained tome that the advice of 
their legal department was that under no 
circumstances could the rate levied by the 
Parish Council overhead be taken, but 
that they must take twice the owners’ 
rate. I have not yet been able to find 
out, or to gather from the arguments 





139 
adv 


hav 
the 
clea 
the 
the 
not 
the 
an 
stan 
nevi 
Sir, 
men 
of t 
it W 
gave 
and 
amo 
grea 
appe 
into 
isa 
if th 
ferre 
the . 
me ¢ 
occu 
hype 
any 
be di 
is to 
this | 
levie 
by tl 
piers 
othe 
rate 
owne 
unde 
say, | 
that 
in € 
Ther 
duty 
Coun 
ask, 
assur 
—leg 
the | 
claim 
not t 
—is | 
right 
are 1 
nothi 
advic 
emin 
ment 
respo 
may 


1392 


ners 
vith, 
| by 
nly, 
furd 
ffect 
1 be 
and 
ate ; 
less 
s, It 
|pon 
luce 
old, 
reen 
hat- 
hich 
rate 
this 
. go 
see 
jum 
ime 

of 
ved 
Ow- 
the 
da 
Lich 
een 
> as 
that 
7, a 
the 
not 
han 
my 
7OW 
at is 
per 
urly 
nly 
per 
in 
; to 
h is 
isti- 
pro- 
ued 
ent. 
sual 
lost 
nry 
2 of 
no 
the 
but 
ers’ 
find 
ants 





1393 


advanced, why this is so, and although I 
have applied at the Scotch Office to have 
the opinion, which I think the House is 
clearly entitled to, of the Law Officers of 
the Crown, viz., the Lord Advocate and 
the Solicitor-General for Scotland, this has 
not been granted, on the principle that 
the Law Officers of the Crown never give 
an opinion on law under any circum- 
stances whatever ; or if they do, they are 
never communicated to the public. Now, 
Sir, what I hold is this, that the Depart- 
ment are taking a highly erroneous view 
of the Act ; that they are reading into 
it what the House of Commons never 
gave them any authority to read; 
and that they are saving a very small 
amount of money at the cost of a very 
great deal of friction. To my mind, it 
appears that common-sense should enter 
into this thing more than law, in fact this 
is a case Where common-sense is law ; and 
if the school rate, which we always re- 
ferred to in this House when discussing 
the Act in question as the real rate, let 
me call it, taken overhead on owners and 
occupiers, is to be the basis, then the 
hypothetical rate, which has no existence 
anywhere and no authority for use, should 
be discarded. The Act distinctly says it 
is to be upon the rateable value. Now in 
this case, if we divide the total amount 
levied both on the owners and occupiers 
by the average value of owners and occu- 
piers, we get a little over 9d. If, on the 
other hand, we take the produce of the 
ate levied and divide it absolutely by the 
owners’ rateable value, it comes so little 
under 9d. as to be negligible—that is to 
say, something like 8-98d., which shows 
that the Parish Council were quite correct 
in expressly fixing the rate at 9d. 
Then the Statute expressly imposes the 
duty of fixing the rate on the Parish 
Council ; and by what authority, I would 
ask, does the Education Department 
assume the duty of altering the decision 
—legally and mathematically correct—of 
the Parish Council? Now, Sir, what I 
claim this House is entitled to—and I do 
not think the Lord Advocate will deny it 
—is a clear legal decision from him on the 
rights and wrongs of this question. We 
are not acquainted with, and we have 
nothing to do with, any private legal 
advice given by any gentleman, however 
eminent, to the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment, when that gentleman is not 
responsible to this House. Personally I 
may know who it is that gives this legal 
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advice ; officially I have no cognisance of 
the gentleman whatever. The only man 
I recognise in the matter is the Lord 
Advocate, and what I wish him to tell 
me and this Committee is this—under 
what construction of the Education (Scot- 
land) Act, 1897, is anything else 
taken as a basis than the real school 
rate in this instance of 9d.? If 
any other rate is to be taken, on 
what authority is the owners’ rate multi- 
plied by two selected as a basis; and, if 
another than the real rate is to be taken, 
why should twice the owners’ rate be 
taken in preference to the average rate 
per £ arrived at by dividing the product 
of the rate by the average rateable value 
on owners and occupiers; or, if this 
pleases the Education Department better, 
by taking the actual product of the rate 
and dividing it by the rateable value 
affected to the owners alone? Sir, 
this Act was passed for the prrpose 
of assisting poor School Boards, but it 
appears to be absolutely impossible for 
any Department to go in for assisting 
poor people without showing what, | 
hope I may say without offence, is a 
certain official meanness. Now, let me 
acknowledge that there is nothing I 
admire more in the conduct of all our 
various Departments than the honest and 
economical way in which the majority, 
possibly the whole, of them are con- 
ducted; but there is a great difference 
between honesty and economy and abso- 
lute meanness, and [ hold in this instance 
it is the latter feeling which has pre- 
dominated in the decision of this ques- 
tion. The poor School Boards are 
deprived of a large proportion of the 
grant the House of Commons intended 
to give them, and to this extent the 
benevolent intentions of the Act are 
defeated. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.) : The Lord 
Advocate has given us a very clear and 
instructive statement with regard to the 
motives which guided the Department 
in the foundation of the new Code. | 
should like to say that I think the 
general feeling of hon. Members on this 
side of the House, so far as I can gather 
it, has been on the whole to approve 
of the changes which the present Code 
shows, and in particular of that very im- 
portant change which consists in substitut- 
ing a general report on the condition of the 
school for the individual examination of 
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the pupils as the basis of payment for 
grants. As the Lord Advocate has said, 
the tendency ever since the great reaction | 
in educational policy began has been in 
the direction of doing away with the 
exaggerated length to which the system 
of payment by results, based on indi- 
vidual examination of the scholars, went, 
and has been moving towards estimating 
the school as a whole on its general 
efficiency. 1 think that educational 
opinion both in England and Scotland has 
been certainly moving in that direction 
for some time, and I am glad that the 
Scotch Education Department have putthe 
coping stone to that process by the Code 
which they have issued this year. Atthe | 
same time, it must be remembered that 
very great care will be required in apply- | 
ing the principle, and that the Department 
will be obliged to insist on the inspectors 
making more frequent and unexpected 
visits to the schools than before. LEvery- 
thing, in fact, will now depend on the 
efficiency with which the inspectors do 
their work, and the amount of care they 
devote to their reports. I think it is not, 
therefore, an idle demand that the Depart- 
ment will require to be more than ever 
careful in the choice of the persons whom 
they appoint to the office of inspectors, 
for the success of the experiment will 
depend more upon the ability, the com- 
mon-sense, the tact, the judgment and 
knowledge of the world, of the Inspectors, 
than ever before. I am glad to see that 
the Lord Advocate admits that it will be, 
to some extent, a tentative measure, 
and that it will not be brought into 
force until there has been full 
opportunity of criticism. I take the 
opportunity, therefore, of offering some 
criticism which it seems to me is necessary. 
The School Board of Aberdeen and other 
leading School Boards think that the re- 
requirements of the present Code will 
tend rather to diminish than increase the 
grants, and that under the requirements 
of the new Code School Boards will be 
put to considerable additional expense. I 
want to put three points to the Lord 
Advocate and the Education Department. 
Firstly, the desirability of considering, 
this year, which way the Code will work, 
and considering whether they ought not 
to raise the amount of the grant. The 
limit between that which the grant will 
oscillate at present is about one and six- 
pence, with another shilling added for 
special excellence, whilst it may be re- | 


Mv. Bryce. 
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duced by sixpence for deficiency. I 


'think the Department will find when it 


comes to consider the matter that that 
rise will not be sufficient, and it will be 
necessary to go higher in order to reward 
real excellence; otherwise there will be an 
increased expenditure on the part of the 
School Board, and the rates will suffer, and 
that progress which the Departmentdesires 
will be discouraged. ‘The second point is 
a somewhat minute question, which is 


also important, which the School Board of 


Aberdeen is anxious to have addressed to 
the Department, upon Section 19 F of 
the new Code, with regard to which the 
loss a School Board may incur owing to 
the school being closed by reason of an 
epidemic. It often happens that the 
attendance is largely diminished in such 
acase. In Aberdeen the percentage of 
absentees rose from 7 per cent. to 18 per 
cent. during the course of a severe epi- 
demic, and the School Board feels that 
some allowance ought to be made for the 
diminution of attendance under such 
This has been recognised 
by the Department, but to a very in- 
adequate extent. As I understand, the 
Department will not make any reduction 
unless the diminution of attendance aver- 
ages 5 per cent. on the whole year; but 
what we feel is that the 5 per cent. ought 
not to be calculated upon the year,, but 
upon the months during which the epi- 
demic has prevailed. A very reasonable 
plan would be to make an allowance for 
diminution of attendance over a small 
period of time, and not on the year as a 
whole. I ought to add that this allow- 
ance will not require any alteration in the 
terms of the Code, as it is quite compatible 
with Section 19 M, and the limit such as 
I ask for we consider should be put in 
those terms ; but all we ask is that the 
Department should consider this matter. 
Thirdly, I desire to support the conten- 
tion which has just been advanced by the 
hon. Member for Kilmarnock Burghs. 
The point he has urged with regard to 
the School Board of that district is a 
point which concerns many School Boards 
in other parts of Scotland. It seems 
to me, looking at the matter as a 
whole, that the construction he asks 
for is an admirable one. He asks it on 
the ground of common-sense ; I should ask 
for it as a point of law, and it will make 
the practice very simple. The proposal 
of the Department to take all the rate 
that is to be levied from the owners and 
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struction put upon the Act of 1897, may 


make considerable difference to the School | 


Boards, and the question becomes one of 
great importance. Now I come for a 
moment to the question of the grants. As 
the Committee knows, we have three 
grants—the grant of 1890 of £35,000 or 
£40,000, the equivalent grant of 1892 of 
£60,000, and thegrant of last year of about 
£35,000. Those three grants are allotted 
for different purposes, and are adminis- 
tered by different departments, with the 
result that the whole matier has got into 
an almost inextricable tangle. There are 
three different grants for different pur- 
poses, with different methods of applica- 
tion. We ask with practical unanimity 
upon both sides of the House that this 
tangle should at least be put an end to. 
Instead of the system of minutes, intro- 
ducing fresh complications every time a 


new grant takes place, we should have a. 
Bill brought into this House dealing with | 


the matter de novo, and thus give us an 
effective and consistent system, which 
would promote the feeling of contentment 
in Scotland which cannot be brought 
about by this method of proceeding by 
minute. If the whole matter were brought 
before the House we should endeavour to 
arrange a comprehensive system, and we 
put this to the Lord Advocate. Scotch 
opinion is practically unanimous upon this 
subject. Scotland is tired of being 
governed by a Department, not that it at 
all despises the Department, but that it 
thinks the Department would do better by 
taking this House and Scotland into its 
confidence. We also point out that in 
Scotland we are agreed not only as to the 
legislation, but as to the points which it 
should deal with. We also desire that 
the grant of 1890 should be ear-marked 
for the purposes of education, and that 
the Burgh Councils and County Councils 
should no longer have power to apply 
that fund to the relief of rates, which 
everyone will agree is an absolutely use- 
less purpose, and does no good to the 
ratepayers, and only tends towards the 
waste of money. Most educationists in 
Scotland are also agreed that technical 


and secondary education should be con- | 
We are further agreed that these 


nected. 
three grants ought to be pooled; that is 
to say, that the three grants should be 


thrown into one, and placed in the hands | 


of some authority to be administered con- | 
jointly. Lastly, we are agreed that all 
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double it, in order to arrive at the con- | 
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these matters should be consolidated. 
These are points upon which Scottish 
opinion is unanimous. Last year we 
asked the Lord Advocate to give us 
legislation, and he pointed out that he 
did so by proceeding by Minute. Now, 
what has happened has confirmed the 
prediction we then made; we have had 
this Minute. I do not for a moment dis- 
pute the zeal and public spirit that has 
animated the Department in its endea- 
vour to deal with this matter. The Lord 
Advocate has given us a lucid statement 
of the principle upon which the Department 
acts. He has pointed out that the 
money being administered by the 
Secondary Education Committees was in 
many cases given in such small sums to 
so many small schools that it was not 
producing that effect upon the best 
schools which in the true interest of 
education the Department thought neces- 
sary. I am not prepared to deny that 
there is not a good deal in that view, 
and I agree as to the advisability of not 
neglecting the higher departments of 
elementary schools ; still there must be a 
good deal of force in the view that they 
will essentially affect secondary education 
if they endeavour in certain places to 
create strong secondary schools and draw 
the promising boys from elementary 
schools to secondary schools instead of 
spending the money on the higher elemen- 
tary schools themselves. All I desire to 
express is that I am not disposed to 
quarrel with the views of the Department 
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‘that some of the money might very well 


go to the stronger schools, “and fit them 
to render better service to secondary 
education. But what are we presented 
with? Weare presented with a system out 
of connection altogether with the system 
under which the previous grant was admi- 
nistered, and county committees are put 
into a different position to the old county 
committees, which will perplex them in 
dealing with the old grants, supposing our 
suggestions are carried out. ‘The present 
system of making grants is very com- 
plicated and inconvenient. The ‘answer 
which the Lord Advocate makes is that 
the Department has not the courage to 
censure the Committee by altering the 
arrangements under the Minute of 1893, 
but must make the new departure by the 
Minute of 1898. Surely if the Department 
cannot make up its mind to do off its own 
bat, so to speak, what ought to be done, 
because it is afraid that its views or 
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action will be misunderstood, Parliament is | more than ever necessary that we should 


not open to any such consideration. 


Let | have some legislation on the subject, and 


the Department come and tell us what are | I hope that legislation will not be long 


the faults of the existing system. 
would like to go back to the old system 
of 1892, let it say so. 
Department to have a little more courage, 
so as to give us the chance of dealing 


I should like the | 


| 


with the whole question, and of listening | 


to the arguments which are to be 
advanced. Whether Scotiand wants a 
central authority, as well as a Seotch 
Education Department in London, is a 
question I will not now discuss. But we 
want in Scotiand an aggregation of bodies 
more important and influential, and with 
more authority than local bodies now 
possess, and we want those bodies brought 
into new relationship with the Depart- 
ment here. We want, in fact, something 
done to stimulate public interest in educa- 
tional work in Scotland, as it has been 
stimulated in Wales. My hon. friend 
the Member for Haddington referred to 
the question of Scotch universities. I 
would like to remind him, sympathising 
as I do entirely with his remarks as to 
the necessity for strengthening the 
efficiency of our universities, that we 
already possess in Scotland points of 
connection between the shools and the 
universities of Scotland which do not 
exist in England, and which are only 


beginning to exist in Wales. One 
is the bursaries, which in many 
Scotch universities have been a most 
efficient means of bringing the most 


promising boys from the schools to the 
universities, particularly of Aberdeen and 
Glasgow. Scotch universities, to a far 
greater extent than in England, have 
prepared men to be teachers in 
elementary and secondary schools. We 
should, therefore, endeavour to carry 
still further that relation between the 
universities and the schools which my 
hon. friend the Member for Haddington 
advocates. But it is not only on the 
scientific and technical side that the 
Scotch universities need to be strength- 
ened ; they want to be strengthened on 
the literary and humanistic side. I am 
sorry, Sir, to have detained the Com- 
mittee so long. I will only reiterate 
what seems to me to be the general moral 
of the whole thing, and that is that the 
existence of this grant and this Minute, 
which has created a good deal of dis- 
satisfaction, as the Lord Advocate must 
gather from the present Debate, makes it 


Mr. Bryce. 


If it | delayed. 


Sm MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
bright) : I do not propose to trespass at 
any length upon the attention of the 
Committee, but I desire to express my 
views with regard to several questions 
which have been raised. I will preface 
my remarks by expressing my admiration 
for the new Code asa whole. I know it 
is yet untried, but I believe it is a step in 
the right direction. Whilst hoping that 
our inspectors will address themselves to 
their new work, and prove in every 
respect efficient, I cannot disregard what 
has been already suggested to-night, viz., 
that the Government will have to pay 
special attention to the class of inspectors 
appointed. The position of school in- 
spector is a very onerous and responsible 
one, and calls for the exercise of many 
qualities quite apart from scholastic 
learning to enable him to arrive at a right 
conclusion in regard to schools. In facet, 
as the matter stands now, I think there is 
too much responsibility put upon inspec- 
tors. In rural districts, for instance, no 
intimation is given as to when the 
inspector may arrive. As a consequence 
of that no member of the School Board 
knows when to expect a visit, and conse- 
quently the inspector is the only individual 
with an official qualification present at the 
examination. If the chairman or clerk of 
the School Board were notified as to the 
day on which the inspector was coming a 
few members of the Board could see for 
themselves the sort of inspection that 
wenton. Several instances have occurred 
to my knowledge within the last few 
months in which not a soul was present 
except the inspector. Of course we do 
not dispute the good intentions of the 
inspector, but an inspector may make 
mistakes like other people, and a school 
may be condemned for insufficient reasons. 
There is another point with regard to the 
same question. In agricultural districts 
an inspector may arrive during the hay 
harvest or the turnip-hoeing season— 
when the children are mostly in the fields 
—and consequently find a very depleted 
school. The result would be that he 
would not come to a right conclusion 
with regard to the school. Then there is 
another matter which I should like to 
press upon the attention of the Lord 
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Advocate. Old and well trained teachers 
are sometimes arbitrarily dismissed. 
They have nobody to appeal to, and I 
cannot help thinking that the Lord Advo- 
cate and his advisers might very easily 
arrange that an appeal should be allowed 
to some central authority, so that all the 
circumstances of the case may be gone 
into. The teachers would then feel that 
they were not entirely at the mercy of 
an arbitrary and_ possibly tyrannical 
School Board, but that justice would be 
done them. Cases of very considerable 
hardship have arisen during the past 
year in which the teacher has had no 
possible appeal against what he has con- 
sidered unjust treatment. . Passing on to 
the Minute of the 27th of April, I am 
bound to say that when I read that 
Minute, and indeed when I understood its 
application, I was not disposed to form a 
hostile opinion with regard to it. But 
having paid a visit to Scotland at Whit- 
suntide and become more familiar with 
the feelings of the county committees, I 
am bound to tell the Lord Advocate that 
it is extremely unpopular in certain parts 
of the country. I think it would be a 
very wise thing on the part of the Lord 
Advocate to withdraw the Minute, and in 
the meantime bring up another very 
much on the lines which the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Aberdeen has 
sketched, so as to get the three grants 
under one head, and either give the 
county committees other powers or 
curtail their powers in the direction in 
which the Department does not wish the 
money spent. Now, I am quite satisfied 
that the Education Department would be 
the last people in the world to encourage 
such a thing, but there are certain schools 
in Scotland which have been somewhat 
neglected. A large amount is given by 
the Code in various ways to elementary 
schools, and what ought to be really 
secondary schools are very much 
neglected, and I would suggest that by 
the new rules a way of escape should be 
provided from this most unfortunate 
public Minute. I trust the Lord Advo- 
cate will listen to the voice of Scotch 
opinion in condemning this Minute. 
There is only one other matter on which 
I should like to saya word. The remarks 
of the hon. Member for Haddingtonshire 
with regard to secondary education have 
my hearty concurrence. ‘Taking the 
Welsh University as an example, and the 
Swiss University as a still greater ex- 
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ample, I think much may be done in con- 
solidating secondary education, so as to 
bring it more in touch with the elemen- 
tary schools, and thus provide a ladder 
by which a boy, as in the days of John 
Knox, can enter a university. 


*Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
think the course this Debate has taken has 
plainly shown that secondary education is 
a subject of burning interest, and to that 
I should like to address myself. But be- 
fore doing so I hope I shall be allowed to 
refer to one matter which is perfectly 
different. Last session we passed an Act 
for the superannuation of teachers, and 
under this Act a code of rules has been 
drawn up by the Department. Now, Sir, 
I observe that under these rules teachers 
applying for pensions are to have their 
pecuniary circumstances taken into ac- 
count. This was not mentioned in the 
Act, and it seems to me rather a hardship 
on the teachers. This is not a charity 
pension ; it is a pension to which teachers 
subscribe, just as they would to an ordi- 
nary insurance, and it would seem rather 
a hard thing if a man, whose health had 
broken down, could not benefit by his 
insurance without his pecuniary circum- 
stances being taken into account. Of 
course I should be out of order in raising 
the general question of pensions, and I 
willsimply say in passing that I for one 
should be exceedingly glad if the Depart- 
ment can provide a remedy for the 
inequality between the pensions of exist- 
ing and future teachers. Turning to the 
question of the Minute, Lam certainly not 
going to break up the unanimity which 
exists in Scotland, and if a Division 
is taken, I shall vote against the 
Minute. I rather hope, however, that 
a Division will not be taken. Of course, 
we know that we cannot persuade the 
Government by means of a Division, but 
[am hopeful that we can persuade the 
Lord Advocate by means of fair reasoning, 
and I, for my part, shall be surprised if 
he can resist the unanimity of opinion 
which has been expressed by Scotch 
Members on both sides of the House 
against the Minute. Now, Sir, it seems 
to me that the Lord Advocate defended 
the Minute on two grounds. He seemed 
to suggest, in the first place, that the 
higher schools should get the grant be- 
cause they had been neglected ; and he 
seemed, in the second place, to say that 
something had been done by means of 
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the Code that gives a sum to the other 
schools. When the right hon. Gentle- 
man made these statements, I at once 
turned to the figures which had. been 
brought before the House, and those 
figures entirely demolish the idea that 
the higher schools have been neglected ; 
and as to the other schools having had 
something under the Code, this provision 
is liable to the 17s. 6d. limit, and, as far 
as I can see, it is worked out in sucha 
way that school boards will not be able to 
take the benefit, at all events without 
putting themselves to an enormous 
amount of expense. There are only about 
74 schools which will benefit by this 
Minute, and I am told that it will 


work out to something like £6) 
per pupil. That seems to me very 
unfair. But, Sir, we object to this 


Minute for other reasons, and I think the 
reason which seems to underlie the 
speeches of previous speakers is that it 
adds to the confusion of secondary educa- 
tion in Scotland. This confusion has 
become an old topic. We have a 
secondary education branch, a technical 
educational branch, an _ agricultural 
branch, a _ science and art branch, 
and another branch under the superin- 
tendence of the Department itself. The 
way in which the whole administration is 
conducted is such that it is very largely 
kept out of the purview of Parliament 
itself. 
ministered? It is administered by Minutes 
and Circulars. A great deal has been said 
about secondary education committees. 
I think it would be very unfair to 
say that they have failed in one sense, 
for they have done admirable work under 
very difficult circumstances; but the 
whole position is anomalous, and the fact 
is that secondary education, as it is ad- 
ministered, is like a bit of a ladder which 
has neither beginning nor end. We are 
all unanimous that one of the first 
things you must do is to use the 
technical education money practically for 
secondary education. 
Minute, you will find that everything is 
made easy for a committee which meets 


to hand over this money to a secondary | 


education committee. But I maintain 


that a great proportion of the money that | 


is spent on secondary education is wasted. 
A great deal of mischief is done in the 


attempt to give technical education as | 


opposed to other education. How far 
the idea has gone may be seen by the 


Mr. Crombie. 
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How is Secondary education ad- | 


If you look at the. 
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| declarations of a great many gentlemen. 
I listened to the Debates on the Half- 
| Timers Bill, both at the Second Reading 
_and the Committee stages, and I heard 
_Members, for whose opinions in most 
| things I have the greatest respect, actually 
arguing that these half-time children when 
| they are employed in mills and taught to 
tie a knot, and that sort of thing, are 
actually getting technical education. If 
the idea is abroad that that is the kind 
of technical education by which Germany 
has achieved her present commercial 
eminence, I say it is utterly absurd, and 
the sooner it is altered the better. I 
speak with some slight experience of 
technical education in Germany, because 
I have had some of it myself. When I 
went to Germany to learn the language 
I determined to learn something of the 
technical education. I found there were 
two sorts of technical education in Ger- 
many. They actually teach a trade or 
manufacture in a school, and they have 
another method beside. What I wanted 
to learn was weaving and dyeing, and I 
went to a school that taught those sub- 
jects. Certainly they did it systemati- 
cally, but the net result was that every- 
thing I learnt as to the technology of my 
‘trade in the technical school could be 
learnt in almost as short a time in the 
factory. I went to another sort of school, 
one of the technological colleges of 
Germany, and there I found quite a 
different kind of thing. There was a 
course of lectures in all subjects—not 
confined solely to a good general educa- 
tion, but lectures in chemistry and 
physics, very much the same as those I 
had already passed through in a Scotch 
University. This is thg technical educa- 
tion that makes Gesiny excel in the 
commercial world. Whi is it? It is be- 
cause Germany takes thiose of her citizens 
who are going in for commerce or manu- 
facture, and passes them through a train- 
ing almost as high as that which 
we give to those who are going in for the 
professions of medicine, teaching or 


law. These men thoroughly master 
the subjects of chemistry, physics, 


electricity, &c., and then go into a 
factory. They are absolutely ignorant 
of the technical manufacture, but they 
soon pick it up, and they are able to apply 
the science they have learnt to the 
processes of the manufacture they are 
/engaged in. Not only that, but they have 
| such an admirable scientific education that 
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they are able to follow what is going on | the unification of the whole system of 
in the laboratories of those who are | secondary education. 

pursuing science in the abstract. They | 

have, in fact, one eye on abstract science) Mr. J. P. SMITH (Lanark, Partick): 
and the other eye on practical manufac- I wish that a few more English members 
ture, and when any invention is put for- had been present to hear what a bold step 
ward, whetheritistheliquefactionof hydro- we have taken in the course of this year, 
gen or the Rontgen rays, or anything else, a step which I hope will prove to be a 
they are following what is done, and are right step, viz., the abandonment of in- 
able to apply these new abstract improve- dividual examinations and the adoption of 
ments in science to the concrete techni- a general payment based on the work of 
calities of their own manufacture. the school as a whole, which will certainly 
It is that and that alone that has be much easier for the inspectors, but at 
brought Germany to her present position the same time make considerable demands 
in commerce as far as technical education _ upon their capacity. I hope we shall find 
is concerned. I am sorry to see that the inspectors rise to the greater difficul- 
the superstitition about technical educa- ties of the task which is put upon them. 
tion has to some extent permeated even | The making of so large a normal grant as 
the Education Department In the Code is now made isa very complete change, 
in these higher grade schools the greatest anda great many of those who are affected 
pains are taken to keep scientific abso- | by it feel rather nervous lest that normal 
lutely distinct from general education. | grant has been struck somewhat too low. 
Here, for’ instance, I quote from Circular | The School Board for Govan, for instance, 
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231: 


‘“‘They will require, however, that the 


science side shall be clearly separated from | 


the classical er language side of such schools, 


| have gone into the matter, and made as 
| careful calculations as possible, and their 
anticipation, with which the Associated 
School Boards in general seem to agree, is 





and that not merely shall the pupils follow- that the new system will mean a very 
ng praia ts seus be — gens decided diminution in the grants to in- 
ut that they shall receive separate and special | 4: 

instruction in the essential subjects of the | dividual schools. One can hardly ask 
prescribed curriculum, even when these the Government at the present moment to 
happen to be common to both sides of the | make any change, but I hope they will be 
school. This condition being fulfilled, my Lords | very thoroughly alive to that possibility, 
will not object to the instruction being given | 4,4 that if it is found that a school, 


by members of the same staff who possess the | : 
necessary qualifications.” i | although conducted as well as before, is 


; f | earning less under the new rules, certain 
Such an attempt as this to bring about) relaxations may be given which will 
a specialisation at an early stage of the enable them to earn as much. That 
school children’s curriculum is going in an | becomes particularly important in view of 
absolutely wrong direction. What is | the various increased requirements—to 
wanted is that they should be given a most ofwhichI do not at all object—which 
thoroughly good education, and then | are involved in the present Code, such 
begin their technical or special or scientific as greater expense in the maintenance of 
education. For these reasons I believe | schools, which the School Boards fear may 
we want, and [ hope Her Majesty’s| result in loss of income. The School 
Government will carry out, a consolida-| Boards feel very strongly that there 
tion of our various departments. At should be more elasticity about the normal 
present there is plenty of time for legisla- | grant. Only an extra 6d. can be given 
tion, but if the Government do not think | for special merit, but if there could be a 
matters are sufficiently concretely before | possible increase of 1s. 6d. or 2s. they 
them to enable them to devise a scheme, consider they might be able to pay 
let a Commission or Committee be ap- their way satisfactorily. I am glad tosee 
pointed. We have Commissions and Com- | that the whole tendency of the Report of 
mittees on almost everything, and I should | the Education Department is to take 
be very happy to see one added on Scotch | further steps in reducing the extent to 
education. Scotch educationalists, to | which specific subjects are gone into in an 
whatever party they belong or from elementary way. We are getting more 
wherever they come, all agree that the and more able to differentiate education : 
very first thing we want, and must get we are devoting ourselves more and more 
before we shall be happy, is legislation for | to developing the higher part of education, 
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and as we do that we more and more 


Supoly 


restrict what hitherto has been a great | 
abuse in our schooling—the extent to. 


which children have been carried through 
the rudimentary stages of specific subjects, 
with the knowledge that they will be 
dropped absolutely and forgotten in a 
short time. We are getting able to insist 
that only those children should be carried 
to the higher subjects who have a pro- 
bability of being able to go far enough in 
those subjects for the work that is ex- 
pended upon them to do them some prac- 
tical good. We have been too apt to 
think that the mere presence of a child at 
school is enough, without considering 
what is being taught to the child, and 
that as long as the Education Esti 
mates are swelling and more children 
being sent to school everything is 
satisfactory. But I am afraid that an 
enormous amount of both money and time 
is being wasted in the fact that what 
is being taught goes out of, almost as 


quickly as it goes into, the children. | 


While we give clever children every 
chance of getting on and obtaining a good 
secondary education, we should not make 
the mistake that ambitious teachers are 
so naturally apt to make, viz., that of 
trying to teach too many subjects in the 
very short time the children have before 
them. ‘That is the case particularly with 
girls. They have been taught a great 
deal too much of literary subjects, while 
not enough attention has been given to 
those subjects that really make the work 
of their lives, such as domestic training, 
cooking, and laundry work. These sub- 
jects differ very much in their character 
from the ordinary technical subjects. It 
is quite true that trades cannot really be 
taught in schools, but it has to be remem- 
bered that domestic work, cooking, and 
laundry workis work that thegirls will have 
necessarily to carry out in their after-life, 
and which they will have no opportunity 
of learning in a factory or workshop, but 
which they have to pick up for them- 
selves. It is infinitely more important 
that these subjects should take a place of 
due prominence in the education of a 
girl than that she should be taught 
merely literary subjects which pass com- 
pletely out of her head after a while. 


Attendance at school is now enforced ; | 


girls are deprived of the opportunities they 


formerly had of learning these necessary | 


arts at home with their mothers, and very 
great care should be taken that they have 


Mr. J. P. Smith. 
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|every opportunity at school of learning 
these branches of work. I am glad to 
see that in the present Code these 
branches are made considerably more 
important, and at the same time more 
stringent conditions are imposed ; classes 
have to be smaller, and the amount of 
time has to be greater. I hope that that 
'tendency will go a great deal further. 
But I regret to see that drawing is being 
made apparently an obligatory subject 
for girls as well as for boys. Consider- 
ing the very limited amount of time 
before the ordinary girl, it is a great pity 
to throw in an extra subject like draw- 
ing, which, while an education of 
the hand and eye, is not so 
useful as would be a _ little more 
attention to the domestic subjects. The 
girls ought to be separated from the boys 
| at a much earlier stage. At present they 
are treated together, with the result that 
these special girls’ subjects get put into a 
corner. A master naturally does not like 
his class broken up by the girls going off 
to one thing and the boys to another, 
ana the classes are apt to be kept work- 
ing at the subjects which may be regarded 
as common to both sexes. More differen- 
tiation is needed in an earlier period of 
girls’ education, so that the specially 
feminine subjects may have a much larger 
place. I am exceedingly glad to see that 
cookery is being encouraged in some 
‘respects. Classes are being made smaller. 
| Hitherto they have been so big that it 
was almost a waste of time to attempt to 
teach so many girls by one teacher. I do 
not quite understand why the rate of 
payment is reduced also. Hitherto the 
rate has been 4s. per 40 hours ; now it is 
being reduced to 8s. 4d. per 100 hours, 
The reduction in the size of the classes 
will make the teaching of cooking more 
expensive, and it would have been better 
if the scale had been raised a little to 
correspond with the increased require- 
ments. The reduction in the size of the 
classes is a step in the right direc- 
‘tion, but it has not gone far enough ; it 
would be better to reduce the number to 
about twelve, if it is possible. Another 
proper step is the general reduction of the 
size of the classes to 60. But many 
School Boards lately have built magnifi- 
cent schools, in which the class-rooms 
have been so constructed that a larger 
class can perfectly well be taught and 
' governed from a single spot. I suggest 
that the absolutely fixed limit of 60 is 
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rather a rigid one, and that in regard to| higher departments get their advant- 
_ages under this new Code ; they get a 


such schools a certain amount of latitude 
might be given. Then I want to ask the 
Lord Advocate whether he will give for 
Scotland the Returns in regard to the 
employment of school children which 


have been given in regard to England. | 


I was told a year ago that it was _practi- 
cally impossible to give such a Return ; 


but the impossibility has been accom- | 
plished in regard to England, and we) 


have recently had the two halves 
of that Return. It is a Return for 
England and Wales, giving the num- 
ber of children attending elementary 


schools who are known to be working for | 


wages or employed for profit. There are 
given the ages, standards, occupations, 
hours of work, and rates of pay. The facts 
as tothe employment in different parts of 
Engiand are extremely interesting, even 
though the Return itself is fragmentary, 
for reasons which might be avoided in 
sending out a fresh Circular. A great 
number of managers of schools did not 
reply at all. I hope we may have similar 
facts brought out in regard to Scotland. 
The second half of the Return is still more 
interesting. It gives the different classes 
of employment taken up by boys and 
girls attending elementary schools in 
England and Wales on_ leaving school 
during a complete year. From that you 
get a very complete picture of the different 
occupations of the children in different 
parts of the country, and you gather a 
great deal of information as to the useful 
and proper forms of technical education 
in different parts of the country. ‘These 
facts are important from an educational 
and interesting from a social point of view, 
and I hope we may have similar informa- 
tion with regard to Scotland. One-half 
of the Return was marshalled by the 
Labour Department of the Board of 
Trade, and the other half by the Educa- 
tion Department ; but I think it would be 
more satisfactory if all the facts in regard 
to Scotland were worked out by the 
Scotch Education Department alone. 
As to the Circular of the 27th April, I 
entirely agree that there is very great 
confusion in regard to these secondary 
education funds, that it is highly desirable 
in the interests of everyone that they 
should be put in a more intelligible form, 


and that legislation is the only way in | 


which it can be done. But I do not con- 
cur in the objection to confining the 


very large increase of advantages under 
the provisions of Chapter 9, and it is 
only right when they get so much in 
addition to what they have already 
under that part of the Code, that the other 
schools, which take nothing under the 
Code, should have their share of assistance 
from public funds. These higher de- 
partments press very hardly upon 
secondary schools. Secondary schools 
have in many cases lost pupils and 
support by the development of the 
higher departments, and in _ order 
to maintain them in a state of proper 
efficiency it is very necessary that they 
should have some assistance. I entirely 
differ from the hon. Member opposite as 
to making higher education free. We 
should be throwing away a source of 
income which is not in the least grudged. 
So long as every facility is given for 
clever sons of poor parents, by free places 
and bursaries, to get to the best schools 
and make their way to the university— 
and the majority of those who are able 
to spend a longer time at school, and to 
advance through the stages of secondary 
education, are the children of people who 
are perfectly ready and willing and 
desirous to pay for them—you are merely 
gaining a theoretical advantage by seek- 
ing to abolish fees in regard to such 
schools. The hon. Member says that no 
social feeling ought to exist, but a very 
strong social feeling does exist, which has 
to be reckoned with and must not be left 
out of sight as a part of the problem. 
The scheme of the Circular of the 27th 
April makes confusion more confounded. 
It leaves the scheme we have had hitherto, 
and strikes out a new scheme for itself. 
Instead of leaving the drawing up of 
plansin the hands of the county committees, 
subject to the criticism of the Depart- 
ment, each individual school is to send up 
its scheme through the county committees, 
and the Department is to decide. You 
have £60,000 dealt with in one way, and 
£30,000 in the other. That will be most 
unsatisfactory. I do not see how either 
party can work independently, or how-the 
county committee can draw upits scheme 
for spending its share of the £60,000 in 
complete ignorance of how the £30,000 
will be dealt with. On the other hand, if 
they knew how the £30,000 would 
be dealt with, and did not approve, 


grant to secondary schools. Schools with | it would be very unsatisfactory for the 
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county committee to be cutting down its 
grant to other schools, on the ground 
that those schools would be getting too 
much from the Education Department. 
The whole ought to be treated in 


the same way and made one single | 
should be made) 
by which the county committee will | 
have full knowledge, and the Department | 


fund, and proposals 


should be the controlling power. 
Another point I desire to raise is as to 
the fees and the examination for the 
leaving certificate. These certificates 
have been an enormous success. In 
1888, when they started, only 29 schools 
went in for them; in 1898 the number 
was 398 schools. In the sameway the num- 
ber of candidates has risen from less than 
1,000 to over 16,000. The examination 


is accepted by a vast number of important | 


bodies, and the standard in most subjects 
is very high, and the percentage of passes 
very satisfactory. Therefore, this system 


of examinations exercises an enormous | 
control over higher education in Scotland, | 


a control which is entirely in the hands 
of the Department. The secretary to Sir 
Henry Craik has reason to be proud of 
these results, as these leaving examina- 
tions have been very completely his work. 
The growth is such that there ought to 
be something outside a secretarial depart- 


ment for the management of a system | 


which is exercising such a very great 


influence over the whole secondary educa- | 


tion of Scotland. At present you have a 


set of anonymous examination papers and | 


aset of anonymous Reports. The only 
name connected with the whole system is 
that of Sir Henry Craik. He signs his 


Report, putting such men as he thinks fit | 
to examine, putting in his report such por- | 


tions of their reportsas he thinks proper, and 
wonderfully well that system has worked. 
Still, it seems to me now that this is too 
important a matter to leave to a single 
man, and we ought to know who the 
people are who are examining. Those 
who have examined into the system ought 
to know that their reports will be published 
upon the authority of their own name. 
You would have, in that way, control 
over secondary education, and it would 


be much wider than that which is at | 
present exercised, for it would be exer- | 


cised not merely by one individual, but by 
persons whose names as examiners would 
carry weight, and they would have the 
opportunity of knowing that what they 
say in their reports would have influence 
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{upon public opinion. Then, it appears 
that there are leaving certificates that 
|the boys and girls go in for again 
‘and again, especially with regard to 
| the lower grade of labour certificates. I 
| want to know what the object of all this 
is. The object in the higher grade we 
understand, but considering the number 
of lower grade leaving certificates, I think 
_you are apt to have a great deal too 
| much of the examination element coming 
‘in in the education of these children. 
I think they should pretty fre- 
quently go in for an examination, 
| but it should be limited much more to 
the nature of their career. There is only 
one other point I have to mention, and 
that is the method by which you are to 
calculate the amount earned per head. 
That was formerly unimportant, but now 
it becomes of the greatest importance, 
| because, under certain circumstances, the 
|£4 per head depends upon each child 
being of the school age. I need hardly 
enter into the technical details, but I 
think it is very unnecessary to cut down 
—when we are discussing the matter in 
this House—the amount that we give to 
children under certain circumstances, and 
I think it is extremely unnatural that a 
technical view of the exact meaning of 
the words should be taken. I do not see 
how any question of law could come in, 
but it seems to me to be a case which 
ought to be construed to the advantage 
of the School Board. In conclusion,I think 
we must all congratulate the Lord Advo- 
cate and the Educational Department 
upon the progress that the Code shows. 


CapTaIn SINCLAIR: I agree with 
what the hon. Member who has just sat 
down has said in expressing the hope that 
this new Code may answer the expec- 
tations formed of it. There is one 
characteristic and symptom which shows 
itself in connection with the increased 
powers given to the inspectors—and 
there is no reason to think that they will 
not fulfil that responsibility—and that is 
that this increased power given to the 
inspectors must be accompanied by largely 
increased influence and power in regard 
to the Scotch Education Departmentitself. 
That is not peculiar to the Scotch Educa- 
| tion Department, for if there is one sub- 
| ject which more than another may benefit 
| from a strong central authority it is the 
| subject of education. There is another 
| thing which I think we ought also to 
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remember, and that is that all of these; number of all these schools and colleges 


improvements which are demanded on 


every side by those interested in educa- | 


tion mean increased cost and expenditure. 


{ 
| 


: . ° | 
Education every year is getting more | 


costly, and every specialisation, every new 


departure made in instruction, means an | 


addition to the burdens which the country 
has to bear in regard to education, and 
naturally that increases the power of the 


Department which has to administer the | 


whole subject. Therefore, if there is 
criticism to be passed, we cannot press 
too urgently the necessity of carrying 


public opinion along with us in these | 


matters. It seems to me that, in regard 
to this Minute 
has been said to-night—and in regard 
to which I wish to support all that 


has been said—what we really lose sight 


about which so much | 


| privileges and advantages 


of is that no Department, however active | 
| system, assuming that you kill all other 


or however well supplied with informa- 


tion, can have the opportunity of carrying | 


public opinion along with it unless it is 
possessed of that local knowledge which 
can only come from energetic and active 
local administration in the country itself, 
It is very natural, under those con- 
ditions—perhaps with insufficient funds 
or inefficient administration—that the 
whole system of education should not 
carry along with it public opinion. Per- 
haps it is natural that the education in 
the towns should be superior to educa- 
tion in the country, and that different 
claims should be made from different 
districts one against the other for a 
larger share of the funds that are avail- 
able. No doubt it is better to establish 
centres from which educational influence 
may radiate, for larger towns would be 
able to cover a larger district, and the 
funds at their disposal would be more 
efficiently expended, and would achieve 
better results than the system which has 
been characterised in this Debate as giving 
the money away in dribblets. After all, I 


think we must remember that what has 


happened in recent years is that the State 
has stepped in, and by its action in aiding 
and subsidising by money which Parlia- 


for middle - class secondary education, 
dependent simply and purely upon 
private resources. They all look to the 
State and to the funds provided by the 
Government, and just as elementary 
education is completely in the hands of 
the Government, so we shall have this 
higher stage of education purely in the 
hands of the Government as well. A 
remark has been made in the course of 
this Debate, to the effect tha it is for 
the educational authorities to say when 
the education of certain children should 
cease ; and that it was for the children to 
show by their efficiency and ability to 
learn what they were qualified to do, and 
if they attained certain standards then 
and then only were they to have the 
of higher 
education, That is a perfectly fair 
systems. It is a perfectly fair system if 
you take care to place within the reach of 
every family and of every child the 
facilities which he ought to have, and you 


will not do this if you administer your 


ment placed at the disposal of public autho- | 


tities the Government have put an end to 
all private ventures, and have limited the 
number of private schools which formerly 
provided education for the various classes 
of the population who wish to take 
advantage of what was offered by those 
schools. There is now a largely reduced 
VOL. LXXII. [FourtH Series. ] 


education from a_ single Department 
without that information and know- 
ledge which can only come from 


local people who live in those particular 
localities, and who know the wants of 
those localities. I will give the Committee 
an illustration. Condemnation has been 
poured upon the small efforts made in this 
direction by the County Councils for the 
purpose of extending this higher secondary 
education by the action of the Educational 
Department. The general influence of 
this action has been, whether rightly or 
wrongly exercised, to discourage secon- 
dary education in the country districts 
where educational facilities are most 
needed, and the larger proportion of the 
money provided by the Government has 
been spent in the more populous centres. 
There is a school in the county whieh I 
have the honour to represent which 
claims, under the County Council, to be 
approved by the Education Department 
for the training of certain scholars in a 
specific subject not required by the Code. 
Now the Education Department, on the 
ground that the education given to these 


_scholars did not come under the head of 


contributing effectively to the secondary 


| education of the country, conceived it to 


be its duty to disallow the grants which 
the County Council desired to award, 
and the school, had to go without the 


3 D 
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grant. But when the facts were pressed 
home to the Department they relinquished 
the position they took up, and the 


grant was allowed. I quote this 
simply as an instance of the action 
of the Department in regard to 


country schools, and I could mention 
other schools which have suffered in the 
same way in the same county. There is 
a country Highland district in Scotland 
where the children have to attend a 
school which is nine-and-a-half miles away 
from the nearest secondary school. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): In 
my constituency some of the children are 
45 miles and upwards from the nearest 
secondary school. 


CapTaIn SINCLAIR: Now, it is a 
fact that 90 per cent. of the children who 
have attended these schools for the last 
20 years are the children of crofters and 
ploughmen, who could not afford to send 
their children such a distance to attend 
these schools. The only alternative is for 
these parents to send their children to 
lodge in the towns where the secondary 
schools are held ; but it is perfectly absurd 
to imagine that crofters and ploughmen 
can bear the expense of sending their 
children to lodge in towns in order to get 
the benefit of this secondary education. 
In this way you are preventing these 
children learning these specific subjects 
and you are doing them great damage. 
No one will deny this who _ looks 
at the Papers, and I can quote from 
the inspectors’ annual reports of the 
Department in two directions; in 
the first place, to show the value 
of the education which can be given in 
these elementary schools if they are 
allowed to give the higher education to 
promising pupils in this way ; and, in the 


second place, to show that the influence | 


of the Department has been exercised to 
stamp out in the small village schools the 
teaching of specific subjects and the carry- 
ing on of the education of pupils beyond 
what is the maximum of efficiency in 


education which the Department lays | 


down. I quite see the importance of en- 
couraging this higher education in popular 


centres, but when the Government kills | 


all private enterprise in secondary edu- 
cation it should place within the reach of 
every child in the country opportunities 
for that child getting such further educa- 
tion as the parents desire. In my con- 
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| stituency I have noticed that the local 
trains are often crammed with children 
| going to and from the secondary schools, 
My complaint against the present system 
is this, that you are preventing a child 
whose parents would like it to take 
another year or acouple of years’ educa- 
tion from doing so when it would be for 
the good of the child itself, and would 
tend to raise the educational tone of the 
whole country. There is another argu- 
ment which I will venture to use in con- 
nection with this subject, and it is that 
this system is extremely bad _ for 
efficient teaching. I quite agree that the 
system under which these pupils are 
learning these specific subjects savours 
of the grant-earning system, but I confess 
‘that I do not see any other alternative if 
you are not to deprive these children of 
opportunities of further education. I see 
no other alternative under the present 
system between depriving them altogether 
of opportunities for further instruction and 
allowing them to have that instruction in 
specific subjects provided for them in 
their own localities. . The instance which 
I have quoted is only one of a number of 
instances which can be quoted from 
counties in Scotland. I have another 
instance just as strongfrom my owncounty, 
in which the Department has practically 
stepped in and said “These children 
shall not have any further education,” 
and it is owing to the influence of the 
Department that these children are sent 
to work earlier than they would otherwise 
have been. The old problem here is the 
social difficulty to which my hon. friend 
has alluded, and I do beg the right hon. 
Gentleman to notice this point, because | 
am sure I am justified in drawing the 
conclusions which I have drawn from 
the reports of last year and from the 
facts which I have just put before the 
Committee and the general trend 
of the administration of the Department. 
But there is another bad effect. In the 
| first place, you are drawing a distinction 
'which has never before been drawn in 
Scotland between certain classes of the 
population. This has always been against 
' the wishes of Scotland, for she does not 
wish that our efforts should be confined to 
| elementary education. The School Boards 
have the power, and their efforts should 
not be confined to the provision simply of 
| elementary education, for in every parish 
|there should be provision made for 
‘secondary education. May I say a word 
\ 
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or two about another subject 
illustrates my contention that the in- 
fluence of the Department is not exercised 
very wisely in this matter, and it is time 
that we should urge upon the Government 
that it is necessary to associate local 
knowledge and local administration with 
the Department in administering educa- 
tion. It is precisely because this Minute 
of the 27th of April does not do this that 
I take objection to it, for, after all, it is a 
question of policy. I can say perfectly 
frankly myself that I never expected any- 
thing else from the Department than that 
it would apply this money for education 
on some such lines as have been adopted. 
There is no doubt whatever that the effect 
of this Minute will be to place, as it was 
intended, more power and more influence 
in the hands of the Department, and I 
can perfectly well imagine that the Secre- 
tary for Scotland deems that to be the 
only way in which he can, by gradually 
exerting influence in one direction and 
another, create some order out of the 
chaos into which secondary education has 
now fallen in Scotland. It is perfectly 
ligitimate for him to say, “Here I am 
the head of a strong Department ; I am 
not going to create any more vested 
interests; but I am going to gradually 
use the money at my disposal as a lever 
to get the authorities to simplify the 
confusion that exists, and to create some 
kind of order out of chaos.” Now, it is 
not necessary to give further illustrations, 
because more than one honourable Gentle- 
man has shown this afternoon clearly 
what the state of secondary education is 
in Scotland. You have over 200 authori- 
ties administering one branch, and you 
have 38 administering another branch, 
and altogether you get something like 240 
different educational authorities in Scot- 
land. The Education Department says that 
it did not mean the Minute to be a censure 
on the county committees, and that it was 


- impossible for it to have taken any other 


action. But I should like to point out, 
from the very history which the Lord 
Advocate has laid before us to-day of the 
various Minutes which were published 
and withdrawn, that what the Department 
is doing may not be a censure on the 
county committees, but it is a censure on 
the last recorded decision of the House of 
Commons on the subject. Last session 


there was a strongly expressed opinion on 
both sides in favour of urging the Govern. 
ment to be more courageous and to take 
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the opportunity, not being greatly occu- 
pied, to put things in order, and to meet 
here in this House any difficulties which 
existed. I hope it is not yet too late 
to ask the Government to reconsider their 
decision, and to either introduce legisla- 
sion or institute an inquiry into the whole 
subject of secondary education in Scot- 
land. It is a great pity that the Govern- 
ment will noc take advantage of the 
public interest in the matter which now 
exists. We have here the best experi- 
ence ; have men who have sat on 
educational committees, like my hon. 
friend the Member for Aberdeen, who has 
had experience of educational systems in 
all parts of the world, and they tell you 
in a friendly manner that they are anxious 
to help and that you ought to take advan- 
tage of this opportunity. There is one 
other point to which I wish to direct the 
attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and it is to the gap which 
now exists in Scotland because of 
the want of agricultural education. 
There could not be a better illustration 
of the present unsatisfactory state of 
things than the want of any provision for 
agricultural education in Scotland. As 
the right hon. Gentleman. knows, 
Secondary Education is given under this 
Minute, but it is given by a provision of 
Parliament administered by the National 
Education Department. Jesides that 
there are funds granted by the County 
Committees. The hon. Member for 
Partick mentioned the various itinerary 
courses given in the counties, such as 
veterinary instruction and dairy instruc- 
tion, but they have no communication 
or dependence upon each other, and are 
independent of the central educational 


we 


authority. I do not know whether we 
will be successful in inducing the 


Government to reconsider this Minute, 
but perhaps at any rate they will 
reconsider how money to be devoted to 
agricultural instruction is to be spent, and 
I wish to point out that there is a large 
district in the east of Scotland where no 
provision is made in this respect. In all 
the country up the east coast, from 
Edinburgh to Aberdeen, there are only 
four centres to which money is given for 
the purposes of agricultural instruction. 
There is, forinstance, no provision in Perth- 
shire. I will, however, take another oppor- 
tunity of submitting that point. only now 
wish to press upon the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman the Minute of the 
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27th April, and to enter my’ protest 
against the policy of stamping specific 
subjects, and not providing secondary 
education for children whose parents 
cannot afford to pay the fees demanded. 


*Srrk Wm. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
I wish to say that there is a very strong 
feeling in my constituency in regard to the 
distribution of this £35,000. The County 
Committee of Secondary Education have 
met to consider wbat their action should be 
with regard to this Minute of the 27th of 
April, and it appears to them, not that the 
money coming under that Minute is in- 
sufficient, but that no money is coming to 
them at all. They naturally feel this 
very greatly, and I believe they are going 
to send in a protest to the Secretary for 
Scotland with regard to the working of 
this Minute. I do not yet know the 
exact grounds upon which they have 
gone nor the particulars, but one thing 
they are correct in considering, and that 
is that they cannot obtain any grant 
under this Minute. I have a hazy recol- 
lection that a question was put to the 
Lord Advocate with regard to this grant. 
He was asked whether the elementary 
schools teaching secondary subjects could 
obtain a grant under this Minute, and 
my impression is that he said there was 
no objection to a grant beirg given under 
this Minute. Perhaps he will explain 
whether that is the case. 


*Mr. A. G. MURRAY: There may be 
higher grade schools which obtain no 
grant under the code, and in those cases 
they would receive money under this 
Minute. If the hon. Member means can 
a school with a higher grade department, 
which is an elementary school, taking 
money under that head, participate, it 
obviously cannot under the terms of the 
Minute itself. 


*Sir Wm. WEDDERBURN: Then I 
am afraid the county committee was right 
in believing that no money will come to 
them at all, and they naturally feel that 
they have a great grievance. The county 
of Banff has always held a very high 
educational position among the counties 
of Scotland. In fact, I think I may say 
in proportion to its population it has sent 
more studentsdirect to the University than 
any other county of Scotland ; and that is 
mainly owing to the system of giving 
very good secondary education in the 

Captain Sinciair. 


{COMMONS} 


‘elementary schools. 


(Civil Service Estimates). 1420 


They consider it is 
very hard that they should be penalised, 
because with the resources at their dis- 
posal they have produced such good 
results. It must be borne in mind that 
even supposing there is a secondary 
school in the county it is not specially to 
the advantage of the poor children, or the 
parents of the poor children of Banffshire, 
because they not only have to pay for the 
education, which they gladly do, and im- 
poverish themselves to do, but they have 
to board and lodge their children at 
a distance, which entails a large 
additional expense upon them. Accord- 
ing to our view of the case the system 
has worked very well under the special 
‘conditions of the county. Our record is a 
good one, and very distinguished men 
have taught in these parish schools. I 
have in my recollection at the present 
time many gentlemen who taught in those 
schools, Masters of Arts, and men of 
very superior attainments indeed.  [ 
may mention that one of the masters in 
one of our schools was our lamented friend 
Dr. Wallace. There are many men of dis- 
tinction, and they have sent out ex- 
tremely creditable students to the Uni- 
versity. From that point of view my 
constituents are satisfied with the present 
arrangement, and do not wish to alter it ; 
and they do feel it a hardship that when a 
considerable sum like this is available for 
secondary education it should not go in 
that channel in which it is at present 
found to be so useful. I appreciate the 
theory on which the present Minute is 
based—namely, that in reorganising and 
creating a good system of secondary edu- 
cation it is desirable to strengthen and 
consolidate really strong schools in par- 
ticular parts of the country. The theory 
is good, and I notice that my right hon. 
friend the Member for Aberdeen par- 
ticularly appreciates it, perhaps because, 
as it happens, Aberdeen is almost 
the only place in the North Country 
which obtains a single penny under 
the present Minute. I think Aber- 
deen and the Academy at Elgin are 

‘the only two institutions north of the 
Grampians who get a share of the money. 
I must therefore support the protest 
which comes from the local authorities in 
this matter. As regards the general 
question I sympathise with hon. Gentle- 
men on both sides of this House who 
| wish all the sums that are available for 
| secondary education to be consolidated, 
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and that money shall be used in some | 
reasonable and good and simple way so | 
that it may be understanded of the 
people, which is not the case at present. 
Special consideration should be given to 
the scheme of my hon. friend the 
Member for the Border Burghs, which 
was put before the country last year, 
when he showed the way in which 
the ladder could be completed which 
would take the ploughman’s son from 
the elementary school up _ through 
the secondary school and on to the 
university, and give him the same oppor- 
tunity as the son of the richest man in 
the land. There are two other points to 
which I should like to allude; one is the 
new duties of the inspectors. Under the 
amended Code it has been pointed out 
that the duties of the inspectors are 
much more difficult and _ responsible, 
they will not be so mechanical, and a 
greater exercise of discretion and know- 
ledge will be required than has been 
under the old system. I think, in order 
that an inspector should have that 
familiarity with the subject that would 
enable him to form a good judgment, it is 
very important that he should be familiar 
with the schools themselves, and for 
that reason it is desirable that the 
inspectors should be promoted from the 
ranks of the most successful of the 
teachers. The inspectors may be very 
learned men chosen from the outside, but 
they might have a difficulty in testing and 
proving the children if they had not 
been school teachers themselves. The 
remaining point is the point that the 
hon. Baronet the member for Kirk- 
cudbrightshire referred to, which was 
that there needs to be some appeal 
in the case of teachers dismissed by 
the school boards. There is no doubt 
that whether or not the teacher in the 
position does get justice, he often has 
the feeling that he does not get it, and it 
would be very satisfactory to all the 
teaching profession if there was some 
reasonable means of appealing from the 
decisions of the school board. Whether 
that could be done by having some court 
of appeal formed by the chairmen of 
several School Boards, and making those 
chairmen the court of appeal for that par- 
ticular group, or whether it could be done 
in some other way, I think it would be in 
the interests of the teaching profession 
that there should be some arrangement 
of that sort. If the school boards 
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were grouped together there would 


| also be an opportunity of moving a master 


from one place to another, which might 
prove very beneficial where a difference 
between the School Board and the teacher 
has arisen. In conclusion, I can only 
say that when I see the protest that 
is being brought by the County Com- 
mittee for Secondary Education I shall 
be in a better position to know their 
views, but that as at present advised I 
must join with other hon. Members of 
this House in saying that this Minute is 
very unsatisfactory. 


Mr. MONRO FERGUSON (Leith 
Burghs): This Debate has been of unusual 
interest, partly because of the statement 
made by the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, and partly because of the criticisms 
which have been directed against the 
Code. There are two points to which 
I wish to draw the attention of the Com- 
mittee, one of which is the fear that has 
been excited in the minds of some School 
Boards that they will suffer a loss of 
revenue under the new Code. The 
School Board of Leith have made repre- 
sentations to the effect that they feared 
they would suffer considerable loss. I do 
not know that I have ever before had to 
present a local grievance to the House, 
but the School Board of Leith represent 
that the schools of that district would sus- 
tain a diminution in the amount of the 
grant. The expenses of education have 
gone up very considerably, and while the 
grants have been increased the expenses 
have increased to a very much greater 
extent, and under the new Code it will 
not be possible for schools to earn so 
much as formerly if every school and 
every division of the school succeeded in 
obtaining the maximum grant. Unless 
some kind of addition is made to the 
revenue of the schools in some way, the 
School Board of Leith will be placed in 
very considerable difficulty. Their ex- 
perience is that, after providing for the 
Government requirements, and taking 
everything into consideration, including 
assistance and rate grants, the result 
during the last ten years has been that 
they have only just paid, and they are 


afraid that the state of things cannot be 


maintained under the new Code, and that 
they will suffer loss. The School Board 
rate in Leith has gone up during the last 
ten or eleven years from 6d. to 1s. 2d., and 
a very great strain has been put upon the 
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community in order to carry out the re- 
quirements of the Education Department. 
Representation has been made, and it has 
been considered, but the balance has not 
been made up by the Department. 
I mention this case as being one that 
may be taken as an example of the many 
difficulties which may be anticipated 
under the new Code. A new school 
has been opened quite recently, and 
that school is not in receipt of any 


grant under the Code, and _ this 
is regarded as a great hardship 


A new high school has been opened, and 
it is feared its efficiency cannot be main- 
tained if the grants fall so far short 
of what has been expected. Therefore, 
this question of the effect which may 
follow on the reduction of the grants, 
will have to receive consideration. Of 
course it is felt all the more because we 
have not received the additional sums 
which have been recently voted for 
education in the United Kingdom. There 
is one other question that I will refer to 
for one brief moment, and that is the 
grant towards agricultural education. 
Scotch counties have far less money for 
that purpose than English counties. I 
need not go into the details of the case, 
because the right hon. Gentleman knows 
them better than I do, but the fact re- 
mains that there is much less money 
available for agricultural education in Scot- 
land, and it consequently becomes almost 
impossible to obtain anything like the 
facilities for education which have been 
provided by such a school as that esta- 
blished by tke Bedfordshire County 
Council or the Northumberland County 
Council. In France and Germany agri- 
cultural schools are established and main- 


tained by the State. Well, as the 
county councils in Scotland have 
not the requisite funds to establish 
such schools, and the — education 


allowance falls considerably below that 
made to England, it may be fairly urged 


that Government must give a more 
generous allowance than £2,000 to- 


wards the cost of agricultural educa- 
tion in Scotland. We believe that the 
present institutions might be improved, 
and suggest that there should be in Scot- 
land some Government farm where ex- 
periments could be carried on. In 
Germany there are Government establish- 
ments where the science of forestry is 
thoroughly gone into, to the great advan- 
tage of the State. In Scotland our 


Mr, Monro Ferguson. 
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farmers are perfectly well qualified by 
their education to derive tke full benefit 
from such establishments, and considering 
the falling-off in the Government allow- 
ance in the matter of education we are at 
least entitled to ask that a few more 
pounds a year should he applied to the 
furtherance of the great agricultural in- 
dustry in Scotland. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
The most satisfactory thing in connection 
with Scotch education is the high rate of 
the school attendance. ‘The statisties show 
that the parents have been co-operating 
with the School Boards in seeing that their 
children are kept at school. I find that 
there is only one district where the 
inspectors complain under this head, and 
that is in a northern division. As regards 


school attendance, I observe that the 
percentage of the total population of 


Scotland on the school register, which 
was 15°96 in 1886-7, : 17°23 in 
1897-8. That is the highest point which 
has ever been reached. The average 
attendance is equally satisfactory. The 
average attendance, which was 12°41 of 
the population in 1886-7, rose to 14°55 
per cent. in 1897-8, or arise of 2°12 per 
cent. on the total population, with the 
result that the average attendance com- 
pared with the register, which was 77°77 
in 1886-7, has increased to the high 
point of 8432 in 1897-8, or a 
rise of 6°65 per cent. This shows at once 
that the parents of Scotland have been 
doing their duty as regards sending their 
children to school. Complaints have been 
made that the children have been taken 
away at too early an age. Now I find, if 
we take the number of children at school 
over 13 years of age in 1898, there is an 
increase compared with the preceding 
year of 2,655, or 4°56 per cent., as 
against 1°24 per cent. increase on the total 
school register. There are no statistics 
for Scotland except in respect of the 
State-aided schools, but we have, fortu- 
nately the statistics for Glasgow, and the 
results are very instructive. The total 
number of children in Glasgow between 
eleven and twelve years of age on the 
roll is 12,319, and the number in attend- 
ance is 11,767, or a deficiency of only 
552. Between ten and eleven years of 
age only 457 of those on the roll have 
failed to attend, so that up to twelve 
years of age there is practically a com- 
plete attendance. Between twelve and 
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thirteen we have this remarkable result ; 


that there are 12,626 children in Glasgow, | 


and 9,754 on the register, a deficiency 
of only 2,872. 
these figures minutely because they have 
an important bearing on the next point 
that I am going to call attention to, 


and that is the decrease in the upper | 


standards. The children are going as 
early to school as ever, are remaining 
longer, and are attending with greater 
regularity. What are the educational re- 
sults? In 1898 there was an increase of 
2,251 children over the number presented 
to the inspector in the previous year. Now 
we find, notwithstanding this increase, 
that the number of children who were 
presented in the upper standards, 2.., 
Standards IV., V., and VI., shows a 
decrease of 1,757. The contention 
of the Seotch Education Department is 
that they have effected a change in the 
examination, with the result that the 
children are now being pushed forward 
instead of being kept back, but the 
statistics given by the Department show 
the extraordinary fact that whilst the 
number sent to the inspector last year 
amounted to an increase of 2,251, the 
numbers presented in Standards IV., V., 
and VI. actually showed a decrease of 
1,757. Now, I venture to say that this 
result is due to the change of policy of 
the Department as regards the examina- 


tions. As has been pointed out, in 1872, 
when School Boards were established, 
there was individual examination, and 


that had a most important effect, no pay- 
ment being given except for an actual 
pass. That was intended to be—and in 
point of fact was—a protection to the 
poorest child in the country. The object 
Parliament had in view was to get at the 
lowest stratum of the population. The 
State is interested more in the lower 
strata of the population than in the upper, 
so far as regards matters of that kind. 


. However, individual examination at any 


rate ensured that no payment would be 
given for any child unless the inspector 
should pass that child as having been effi- 
ciently educated in a particular standard, 
and that was a great protection to the 
poorest children. Then came the change 
of policy which established collective 
instead of individual examinations. We 
all know how that change of policy was 
brought about. It was due to the pres- 
sure of the teachers, who felt that they 
had a great deal of work to do in order to 
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get the less educated children to pass the 
examinations. The inspectors approved the 
change, because it was very worrying 
work for them to examine every child 
individually. You consequently find the 
teachers and inspectors, backed up by the 
School Boards, advocating the change, 
but there is not a voice to be heard in 
favour of the poor parent, who wishes to 
secure that his child should pass his 
examination with the other children. We 
were told that the result of the change of 
policy would be that the clever children 
would be pushed forward. But the 
statistics show that instead of there being 
more children in the upper standards 
there are fewer. I have investigated this 
matter ever since the policy was changed, 
and I find inthe case of Glasgow, where 
the statistics are nearer completion than 
in the case of other schools in Scotland, 
that the children in the junior depart- 
ments take a longer time to get into the 
senior departments. The teachers, find- 
ing themselves relieved of the pressure 
that existed under the previous system, 
are taking things more easily, and itis their 
policy now to keep the children as long as 
possible at school, because the result of 
the Code is that the more schools keep 
back children the more money they will 
earn, the payment being based on average 
attendance. Now the Department are 
making an important change as regards 
the carrying out of the law of compulsory 
attendance. The Education Act of 1872 
prescribes that a parent should not be 
prosecuted for the non-attendance of his 
child at school if he passed the inspector’s 
examination. ‘That examination, which 
is prescribed under Section 73 of the 
Education Act, is a very simple one, the 
subjects to be taken being reading, writ- 
ing, and elementary arithmetic. Then 
we come to the Act of 1883, which pre- 
scribes that the certificate to be given by 


the inspector should not be given 
unless Standard V. is passed. Now 
for years the inspectors have been 


passing under the Code of Standard V., 
and even half-timers have been able to 
pass. But now you are practically saying 
to the inspectors that they are to put 
every possible obstacle in the way of chil- 
dren receiving the labour certificate, with 
a view of compelling them to remain at 
school longer than the law practically 
enjoins. Let us see what those stan- 
dards were. Some inspectors pointed out 


that the standards were such that a child 
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could easily pass two standards in one | 
year, so that even Standard V. might be | 

eached at eleven years of age. You are 
now making examination more severe 
than the Act of Parliament authorises. 
Nothing could be worse than a policy of 
this kind, because hitherto the parent has 
loyally co-operated with the School Board. 
- If you want to make a change in thelaw, do 
it by legislation in the usual way ; don’t 
discourage a child who has attended for 
several years at school from getting his 
certificate. Formerly a parent knew if 
his child did not pass a 
standard. Now he does not know until 
the child is 13, when he wants to get a 
labour certificate, and then he discov ers 
that the child’s education has been neg- 
lected, and that he is not able to pass 
Standard V. I think that that is an 
exceeding hardship in the case of the 
poorer class of the community. If you 
insist on keeping a child at school till he 
is 14 years of age, and his widowed 
mother is only paid Is. or 1s. 6d. a week 
from the parochial board, look at the 
misery your policy entails. It may be in 
the interest of education, but I question 
very mich, if you continue that child at 
school after 13, when he has made 
no educational progress, whether he will 
do anything more than mark time. The 
effect of that policy has been that you are 
alienating sympathy so far as a great 
many parents are concerned, who have 
been anxious to co-operate as far as they 
possibly could. You are adopting every 
means to keep children at school, but you 
are not adopting any means to see that 
the children are being educated. Another 
subject to which I would call attention is 
the neglect to meet the demand for certi- 
ficated teachers. I willingly recognise the 
improvement that has been made. But 
will the Lord Advocate say that the im- 
provement is anything like the improve- 
ment that 
impossible to get a sufficient number of 
certificated teachers, because you won't 
educate in your training colleges as many 
teachers as are qualified to enter. 


Supply 


The demand of the country is for 
certificated teachers, and you are 
making, and seeking to maintain, a 
monopoly of the teaching profession. | 


There are only one or two other matters 
which I am going to refer to. 
any money available for secondary educa- 
tion you ought, in the first place, to give 

it to those schools which hitherto have | 
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' to be considered. 


particular | 


ought to be made? It is- 


If there is | 
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| been getting money for charitable endow- 
ments. When money is coming in to be 
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‘available for secondar vy education, the 


claim of the charities to he relieved ought 
I refer in this instance 
to the case of Hutchisons’ Hospital, and 


there are also cases in the town of Stirling. 


I think the claims of those charities which 
bear the brunt of secondary education 
when no other funds are available ought 
to be considered, because it may be that 
their income has largely decreased of late 
years. Another matter that I would 
refer to—and it has been before the 
Department already—is the education of 
tinker children. The Lord Advocate 
_ knows that it is very difficult to get that 
class educated, because they migrate 
‘from place to place. But whether they 
are the children of tinkers or not, 
something ought to be done to ensure 
their education. Another point for con- 
sideration is that some children—probably 
the children of shepherds—are living a 
long distance from the schools. It would 
be an expensive matter to establish a 
school of teachers to “take” one, or 
perhaps two, children at a great distance, 
and it has been suggested that the School 
Board ought to be authorised to make an 
allowance for the expense of educating 
them at the regular parish school, which 
would be both better for the children, and, 
at the same time, cheaper as far as the 
School Board was concerned. With re- 
gard to the secondary education scheme, 
all I have to observe is, that the state in 
which secondary education finds itself in 
Scotland is the result very much of the 
policy of the Department. The first 
thing the Department did was to reduce 
the efficiency of secondary education 
in the schools, and to endeavour, by 
every means in their power, to attract 
children from the private schools. Take, 
for instance, the City of Glasgow. 
There are only 601 children who 
have not been attracted either to a 
State-aided school or an endowed school, 
and half of these come from the sur- 
rounding districts. The policy of the 
Department is to set up secondary 
departments, and then they kill the 
secondary schools, and then, having 
encouraged the elementary schools to set 
up secondary departments, they are 
going to turn round and kill the ele- 


mentary schools. 
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*Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I wish to call attention to a 
case in which in a small parish 900 children 


of school age are at present not in| 


attendance at school, and the Department 


{16 June 1899} 


will take no steps to compel the School | 


Board to provide for their education. | 


That is a matter urgently requiring the 
attention of this House. What is the use 
of talking about secondary education or 
going into these elaborate statistics when 
here you have a mass of children left, so 
far as the Department is concerned, with- 
out any education whatever? I have 
asked repeated questions in this House 
about the matter. I refer to the case of 
children in the Orphan Homes of Scotland. 
These schools have been doing a great 
national service. I am not going to speak 
on my own authority; I take the 
testimony of two public documents. Here 
is what is said about them in the Report 
of the Departmental Committee of the 
Scotch Office, over which I had the 
honour to preside, which among its 
members numbered the Permanent 
Under Secretary for Scotland. The 
Report says : 

“Wemust not pass from thesubject of reforma- 
tory and industrial institutions without a 
reference to the excellent work done at Mr. 
Quarrier’s Orphan Homes. These homes, a 
magnificent range of buildings situated at the 
sridge of Weir, have been constructed and are 
maintained by voluntary — contributions. 
Although, if Mr. Quarrier chose, he might 
claim a handsome donation from the 
Education Grant, he informed us that he 
prefers to keep himself entirely free from 
Government interference and control. The 
average daily number of children resident at 
the homes is about 1,200, while that in the 
reformatory schools in Scotland is 872, and in the 
industrial schools, 4,873—together 5,745.” 


I will not read the entire extract, but the | 


Report says that, although this work is 
conducted at no cost whatever to the 
State, a much better result is shown in the 


reasonable grounds.” 


children sent out from these schools than | 


in the case of the children sent out from 
reformatory or industrial schools. An 
institute that does such work as that, and 
deals, without any cost whatever to 


the State, with about one-fourth of the | 
children dealt with in the reformatory and | 
clerk formally, on behalf of the School 


industrial schools, deserves well of the 
country. Nor is that the only testimony. 
In the Report of the Board of Supervision 
for 1887-88 there is a memorandum from 
one of the inspectors highly approving the 
work done by these schools, and sug- 


gesting that Parochial Boards should be | now been obliged to pay education and 
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| allowed to give subscriptions to them, in 
| order to enable them to do their work 
more efficiently and more cheaply. The 
Board of Supervision regret that it would 
not be legal for that course to be adopted, 
but express the opinion that an extension 
of the provisions of the Poor Law Act of 

1845 to other institutions than those — 
therein specified would, under proper con- 
trol, be very beneficial. The Government 
have not paid any heed to that recommen- 
dation. On the contrary, any attempts 
on the part of the Parochial Board to give 
donations in support of these schools has 
been surcharged, Until very recently 
these homes had not been assessed for 
rates. The schools being maintained by 
the generosity of the public, and Mr. 
Quarrier not asking for any assistance 
from public funds, no rates were levied on 
the schools. Recently the legality of that 
was tested, and the Court of Sessiun held 
that it was illegal to grant the exemption. 
That being the law, when Mr. Quarrier 
found that his homes were to be assessed for 
educationand other rates heconsidered that 
he was entitled to claim for the children in 
his homes the rights of a ratepayer, and 
have them educated at the public expense, 
as are children elsewhere. So far back as 
April he asked the School Board to pro- 
vide education for them, but they declined. 
He wrote to the Scotch Education Depart- 
ment as to what steps should be taken, 
and on the advice of the Secretary of the 
Department he wrote to the School Board 
asking them to take over the education of 
these children. The clerk wrote back 
refusing todo so. On the receipt of that 
letter Mr. Quarrier again wrote to the 
Education Department, who replied that 
they could not deal with the question 
until they were assured that the children 
had been refused admission on “other than 
What the reason- 
able grounds are Mr. Quarrier could not 
understand, and until this day he has 
never had any information with regard 
to it. Later on Mr. Quarrier made a 
formal application and received an 
official refusal. He gave notice that he 
would bring his children to the school and 
demand admission. He did so, and the 


Board, refused to admit them. Mr. 


| Quarrier naturally lays stress on the fact 


that he has educated a very large number 
of children belonging to the parish, there- 
by largely relieving the rates. He has 
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pay about £1,000 in local rates. Under 
these circumstances, I say he is entitled to 
the same rights as any other ratepayer. On 
the 25th April I asked the Lord Advocate 
a question on the subject ; and he told me 
that as a matter of fact no child had been 
refused admission. On the 19th May, 
the formal application having ‘been re- 
fused, I again asked the Lord Advocate a 
question, and he told me it was undesir- 
able to make any statement beyond that 
the matters would receive the careful at- 
tention of the Department. I then 
suggested that if the right hon. Gentle- 
man and the Department would not 
enforce the education of the children by 
the School Board, would it not be possible 
to pass some legislation as recommended 
by the Board of Supervision, or to legalise 
the exemption of such an institution from 
the rates? I did not get any answer to 
that question. The matter is always under 
consideration. What is the insuperable 
crux of the legal difficulty in this case 
that it requires two months to solve! 
Does or does not the Department intend 
to enforce upon the School Board the 
education of these children ? As a matter 
of fact the accommodation belonging to 
the School Board is not sufficient for these 
children. I believe the School Board 
provides accommodation for 600, and has 


some 390 in average attendance. But in 
these Orphan Homes there is ample 


school accommodation, where the children 
have been satisfactorily educated. The 
schools have been praised by the inspec- 
tors, and nothing could be better for 
educational purposes. Mr. Quarrier is 
perfectly willing to let the School Board 
have them at a reasonable rent, so that 
there is no difficulty about accommoda- 
tion ; the accommodation could be had to- 
morrow. Now, Sir, the rates paid on Mr. 
Quarrier’s Homes work out quite as high 
as those paid by the working-class popu- 
lation. He has the right which every 
citizen has of demanding education for 
the children under his care. It is said 
that he brings waifs and strays into the 
parish. As long as he was left alone he 
was content to look after the waifs and 
strays and pay for their education, and to 
relieve the parish of every charge in 
regard to them. The hon. Member for 
Renfrewshire has a story about some 
imbecile child brought up in one of 


Sir Charles Cameron. 


{COMMONS} 


poor rates for four years back ; he had | Mr. 
to pay over £200 in the matter of educa-| made chargeable to the parish. 
tion rates, and altogether he has had to) 
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having been 
As a 
matter of fact that was the case of an 
imbecile that, when it grew up, became 
uncontrollable, and went back to its 


Quarrier’s Homes 


| friends ; the friends put it on the parish 


somewhere in Glasgow, and the Glasgow 
parish found it had a settlement in Ren- 
frewshire, and sent it down. That was 
perfectly legal. If I were to take a child 
which through some misfortune had to go 
upon the parish, the same thing might 
occur. But that has nothing whatever to 
do with the right of a ratepayer to de- 
mand free education from the School 
Board for children while they are living 
in the district, and are inmates of the 
house in respect of which rates are de- 
manded. I do not want to labour the 
question, but I am anxious to find out 
what excuse may be alleged by the 
Department for this flagrant neglect of its 
duty to enforce upon the School Board 
the provision of education for these 
children. By way of raising the question 
in a concrete form I beg to move to 
reduce the vote before the House by 
£450, being the amount which is payable 
under the education grant to the School 
Board of Kilmalcolm. 


Motion made, and Question proposed— 


“That a sum, not exceeding £701,411, be 
granted for the said service.’—(Sir Charles 
Cameron. ) 


*Mr. A. G. MURRAY: Perhaps it 
would be convenient that I should at once 
answer the point which has been raised 
by the hon. Member. I do not know 
how far the Committee are cognisant of 
the matters affecting Mr. Quarrier’s 
Homes, but I certainly do not think the 
hon. Baronet is quite correct in some of 
the terms he has used concerning them. 
First I may say that I am quite at one 
with the hon. Baronet in giving a 
very warm testimony to the benefit that 
these Homes have been. I have no wish 


‘to detract ; on the contrary, I have the 


strongest wish to add my testimony as to 
the good services and most self-denying 
industry and zeal that Mr. Quarrier has 
rendered to the State by doing what he 
has done for the poor and castaway popu- 
lation. But when one has said that, I 
deplore that Mr. Quarrier has taken up 
his present position, and has tried to bring 
to the test what is really a legal question 
in a way in which the only sufferers will 
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be the children themselves. The hon. 
Baronet more than once used the phrase, 
“as long as he was left alone.” But he is 
acting upon a mistaken view. An exemp- 
tion had been made to the Homes in res- 
pect of rates, and, as you have been told, 
the point was brought before the Court 
of Session, where it was declared that 
the exemption was illegal. When that 
was done there was really no room for free 
action afterwards ; the authorities could 
only enforce the law. If the hon. Baronet 
thinks that it is a proper thing that homes 
of this class should be exempt from rates, 
the present law preventing that exemption, 
the only thing for him to do is to try to 
pass a Bill in this House altering that 
law. I do not mean to say that it would 
be altogether an easy thing to do, because, 
really, there are considerations on the 
other side. It is all very well to think 
that persons who act in that particular 
way should be exempt from rates, but 
there are other considerations, and the 
same considerations which, in the past, 
have deterred this House from exempting 
public buildings of various characters 
from the paymentof rates wouldalso induce 
many persons to say that even such a 
noble object as this is not a reason why 
rateable property should be exempt from 
rates. It is no good laying any blame 
upon the local authority for not 
leaving Mr. Quarrier alone, or because 
they have simply carried out the 
decision of the Court of Session. 
If they had acted otherwise they would 
have been surcharged, so that they had 
absolutely no choice in the matter. 


*Smr CHARLES CAMERON: I quite 
admit, and I did admit, that the decision 
of the Court of Session left the local 
authority no option in the matter. But 
Mr. Quarrier having been placed in this 
legal position demands his legal remedy. 

*Mr. A. G. MURRAY: If Mr. 
Quarrier demands his legal remedy it is 
a very unfortunate thing that the way in 
which he tries to obtain what he calls his 
legal remedy is by leaving suddenly 
nearly a thousand children uneducated. 
There are ways of raising legal questions, 
and if Mr. Quarrier thinks he has aright 
to the education of these children he 
would have been better advised to have 
raised the point by the ordinary process 
of law. 
simply says, ‘I will stop educating these 
children whom I have educated all these 


Supply 


{16 JUNE 1899} 


But he does no such thing, He. 
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years, and I will call upon tte School 
Board to educate them instead.” Very 
well, what does the School Board say ? 
The School Board says, “ Although we 
are perfectly willing to provide out of 
the rates for what may be called the 
normal population of our parish, we do 
not see that we should be suddenly calied 
upon to provide education for a set of 
children who have nothing to do with the 
parish, but who are simply imported into 
the parish.” The hon. Baronet has 
all along assumed that Mr. Quarrier has 
a legal right to call upon the School 
Board to educate these children. All I 
can say is that that is a question which 
has never yet been decided in this form, 
and that is the question which is under 
the consideration of the Education De- 
partment. I am not going to say to-night 
in this House precisely what view the 
Education Department adopt upon the 
matter, but [ am in a position to say that 
the view of the Education Department 
will certainly be communicated to Mr. 
Quarrier without undue delay. I do say, 
however, that the hon. Baronet must not 
take it for granted that there is any such 
legal right as he assumes. The point has 
not been decided in this particular form, 
but so far as I can see the decision rather 
points the other way. I prefer not to 
say more upon this subject, but it is quite 
obvious that there are two questions 
which arise. The first is whether Mr. 
Quarrier has a right to demand _ free 
education for these children. If he has 
that right it should be vindicated by him 
in a court of law, and not by leaving 
these children uneducated. If there is no 
such right, then a question of discretion 
may arise, but it cannot well arise until the 
legal question has been settled one way 
or another. Therefore I fail to see what 
the hon. Baronet calls the clear duty of 
the Department in this case, because un- 
doubtedly the question is a very novel 
one. It is a very serious one for a parish 
in Scotland, especially such a parish as 
this, to be suddenly called upon to pro- 
vide for the education of a large number 
of children in this way. The matter, 
however, is not one which can be put 
forward as a grievance against the ad- 
ministration of the Department; it is 
rather owing to the mistaken action of 
an otherwise very worthy man. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.): 
There is a purely equitable question, as 
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well as a legal question, in this matter. Mr. | awkward one, because they have now 


Quarrier has for years conducted a most | claims for pensions which they 
excellent institution for the orphans of | totally unable to satisfy. In 


Scotland, and he has until recently been 
permitted so to do without 
chargeable for these rates. Now that the 
Court of Session has decided that he must 
_ pay full rates upon the institution, he 
very naturally contends that there ought 
to be a corresponding provision for the 
education of his children, It will not do 
for the Lord Advocate to tell us that this 
is a matter entirely in the discretion of 
the Education Department. Parliament 
has surely some control over the Educa- 
tion Department. I do not hesitate to 
say that if the decision of the Education 
Department should be contrary to the 
interests of Mr. Quarrier and the orphan 
children, it will be very much the worse 
for the present Government, who are the 
masters of the Education Department. 
There is surely a clear point of equity in 
Mr. Quarrier’s claim that, if it is insisted 
that he shall pay full legal rates upon his 
buildings, those rates ought to bring with 
them the right to have his children 
properly educated, more especially as he 
has made such a liberal offer to the 
School Board in regard to the premises he 
has erected for the purpose of educating 
these children. I trust that, notwith- 
standing the remarks of the Lord Advo- 
cate, the Education Department will see 
that their interest, as well as their duty, 
lies in the direction of making adequate 
provision for the children in the orphan 
homes of Scotland. 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I desire to draw the attention of the 
Lord Advocate to the peculiar position 
of two very ancient charities in the 
Burgh of Stirling, known as Cowan’s 
Institution and Spitals Hospital. These 
charities were founded in the beginning 
or middle of the 17th century, and their 
object was to enable the trustees to pro- 
vide for the decaying members of an 
institution in Stirling. For something 
like two centuries these charities were 
enabled to provide for those require- 
ments, but in 1882, when the in- 
come of the charities amounted to 
£1,400, the Charity Commissioners{inter- 
fered and deprived the charities of some 
£700, giving that amount to one of the 
schools in Stirling for the purposes of 
education. The position in which the 


being | 


are 
fact, 
owing to the falling away of the 
revenues arising from the action in ques- 


| tion, a number of persons who otherwise 


‘charitable purpose. 


; annum, 


would be provided for by these charities 


are thrown upon the rates. It seems 
to me that, inasmuch as Parliament 
has provided considerable sums _ for 


the purpose of supplementing education, 
this sum of money, which has been 
diverted from its original use, and given 
to education at a time when funds 
which are now available for educational 
purposes were not available, might be re- 
tunded and re-applied to its original 
Now, of course, I 
may be told by the Lord Advocate that 
he has no power to dispose of the scheme 
which has been sanctioned by the Charity 
Commissioners, but I suggest to the right 
hon. Gentleman that in the forthcoming 
Bill for secondary and technical education 
a clause might be inserted which would 
restore the deflected £700 to the charities 
to which the sum originally belonged. 
Passing from that, I wish to touch upon 
a question which has caused some dis- 
content in Scotland; I refer to the 
question of the superannuation of teachers. 
There is considerable discontent among 
the existing teachers of Scotland in 
respect of the Superannuation Act of 
1898. I understand that the greatest 
amount that any teacher can expect to 
receive under that Act is about £40 per 
It will be admitted by hon. 
Members of the Committee that that 
is a very small sum indeed with which 
to pension a man who has spent his whole 
life in the tuition of the young. The 
discontent which the existing teachers 
feel is aggravated by the consideration 
that future teachers will receive double 
that amount. It might surely be possible 
in some manner or other for the Lord 
Advocate to remove a great deal of the 
discontent. I think it might be possible 
for him, if he chose, to enable the School 
Board to supplement the pension which 
these teachers ars promised under the 
Superannuation Act. That suggestion is 
strengthened by the reflection that 
previous to the Act of 1898 the School 
Boards were enabled to pension their 
teachers. It would not only be generous 
but wise to remove that feeling of dis- 
content which undoubtedly exists among 


charities stand is a very peculiar and the teachers in the schools of Scotland. 


Mr. Colville. 


\ 
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With regard to the Minute, I do not 
wish to detain the House by reiterating 
arguments that have been pressed on the 
Lord Advocate from both sides of the 
House. I will only say, if the minds 
of the Lord Advocate and the Scotch 
Department had not been fully made up 
with regard to the Minute, they must be 
very much impressed by the unanimity of 
the Committee upon this point. 


*Mr. RENSHAW: I should not have 
intervened in this discussion had it not 
been for the remark of the hon. Baronet 
as to the facts with regard to the rating 
of this Home. Being a member of the 
County Council, I feel I should not be 
doing my duty if I did not state the 
facts here to-day. For many years every 
effort has been made to prevent putting 
up the rates on this Home, and I believe 
the valuation now is very much lower 
than if it was an ordinary rateable pro- 
perty. The Kilmalcolm School Board 
suggests that there is a question as to 
whether they are liable with regard to 
the education of the Quarrier Home 
children. The question is a very simple 
one, and I should just like to remind the 
Committee what that question is. The 
parish is an agricultural one, with a small 
valuation, and during the last twenty or 
thirty years villas have been built, and a 
villa population has come down to settle 
there. Mr. Quarrier’s Homes have been 
erected in the parish, with 1,200 children, 
and at the present moment there is in the 
course of erection a Seamen’s Home, open 
to all Scotland, which will hold 200 or 300 
people. I do not suppose that the whole 
of this subject yields in rates £80 per 
annum for educational purposes; yet it 
is suggested that, because 1,400 children 
are settling down in that parish, that that 
rural parish is to bear the burden of 
educating all these children, who come 
principally from the great towns and 
centres of Scotland, because the proposal 
of Mr. Quarrier would compel this parish 
to educate these children, and place 
a burden upon the parish which is quite 
out of proportion to the ability of the 
parish. 


resisting this proposal, and I hope, if Mr. 
Quarrier takes the course suggested by 
the Lord Advocate and tries this question 
ina court of law, that it will be found 


that no such responsibility rests upon the | 
familiar to every one of us, and the effect 


parish. 


{16 JUNE 1899} 


I believe that the Kilmalcolm | 
School Board is quite within its right in| 
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*Mr. THOMAS SHAW : I must not be 
supposed in any sense to be now de- 
fending the action of Mr. Quarrier in the 
matter of assessment. My own opinion 
is that any institution, be it educational, 
religious, charitable, or otherwise, if it be 
heritable property in Scotland, ought to 
pay its rates along with other heritable 
property in the country. But the point 
raised under this Code is a serious one 
with regard to these parish homes, having 
regard to the compulsory character of 
education in Scotland. As I understand 
the circumstances, these children, from 
whatever place they come, are resident in 
the parish of Kilmalcolm, and it is per 
fectly true it is a great hardship to the 
parish that it should have to educate 
them. On the other hand, there are 
many cases in Scotland of hardship not 
quite so great, perhaps, but of a similar 
character. I understand that the Educa- 
tion Department ought to compel the law 
to be obeyed in the sense that no child 
shall be allowed to escape compulsory 
education. If there are financial diffi- 
culties in different parishes, then there 
is a case forthe Department to interpose ; 
and if a Statute is required, that is a 
question which the Government must 
address itself to. The point with regard 
to this particular parish is whether the 
Education Department is to stand in the 
position of permitting what is a temporary 
and may bea permanent negation of the com- 
pulsory character of education in Scotland. 
I totally object to have it stated in this 
House that it is possible in a case of this 
kind to avoid that rigour which is a most 
wholesome rigour of the law, and which is 
necessary to enable the Department to 
compel the education of these children. 


Sir JOHN KINLOCH (Perthshire E.) : 
On behalf of Perthshire I rise to enter 
into the protest which has been made 
against the Minute, and to join in the 
general condemnation brought against 
the Minute of the 27th of April. The 
secondary departments of our schools are 
to be excluded from participating in this 
grant, and in a county like Perthshire 
that is a very serious question. The 
higher class schools in Perthshire cannot 
meet their difficulties, and Perthshire 
is a typical example of how this 
Minute will work. The Committee 
of the County divide the county into 
eight divisions, the names of which are 
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of that arrangement has been that it 
worked well, and each school got its 
share. Now, instead of that the schools 
of Perthshire are snubbed and discouraged 
by the Minute; but I sincerely hope 
that even now, after the Lord Advocate 
has seen the strong opinion of the Com- 
mittee upon this question, it will not be 
too late, and that the Education Depart- 
ment will still find time to change their 
Opinion. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): I wish te 
move a reduction of this Vote in order to 
express my dissatisfaction with the 
Department, and expose the terrible 
blunders which they have made. In 
erder that the Committee may under- 
stand the standpoint from which we view 
it, I must go back to the year 1887. Up 
to that year this Committee gave grants for 
special purposes, but when the County 
Council Act was brought in, in 
order that real property might have 
its burdens lifted, and personal pro- 
perty might bear its share, a great 
change was made. It was proposed by 
the then Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
put an end to all grants, and that in lieu 
thereof there should be paid over a certain 
proportion of probate duty and excise. 
The local boards of England and Scot- 
land got their proportions, both got the 
same; Scotland got 11-80ths, and 
England got 8 per cent. The English 
Poor Law Grant paid all those 
things which used to be paid by the 
grant, and there was a very large surplus 
in England. There was also a surplus in 
Scotland. In England that surplus was 
used to reduce local taxation, which was 
in consequence very much reduced. In 
Scotland it was used for the purpose of 
free education. That went on from 1887 
to 1892. Then England wanted free edu- 


{COMMONS} 
| money back bit by bit. 


cation, and a Bill was brought in by the | 


Chancellor of the Exchequer, and from 
Imperial resources, to which England and 
Scotland each paid their share, England 
got free education. 
education and paid for it herself, and 


Scotland got free | 


England got free education from the | 


common purse. What we ought to 
have had then was an equivalent grant, 
and in 1897 the Government gave us 
not an equivalent grant, but a new grant 
which they called a similar grant. If 
they had given us an equivalent grant we 


| 
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Now in Scotland 
one-seventh of our children are in 
Voluntary schools, the other six-sevenths 
are in Board schools. In England four- 
sevenths are in Voluntary schools, and 
only three-sevenths are in Board schools. 
The Government then brought in a Bill to 
give 5s. a head to every child in the 
Voluntary schools, and they came to the 
conclusion that the same thing had to be 
done for Scotland, and an arrangement 
was made with the Treasury under which 
we were again robbed. It was unfair to 
give us 5s. per head for the children in 
our Voluntary schools, because we have 
only one-seventh of our children in those 
schools, and in England there are four- 
sevenths. But asa matter of fact they 
did not give us 5s. a head, they only gave 
us 3s. All the facts which the Lord 
Advocate has stated are fallacious, and his 
statements are mis-statements, as I shall 
directly demonstrate. The Lord Advocate 
told us that so far as the Board 
schools were concerned we should benefit, 
that instead of getting 11-80ths, we 
should get 21-80ths, and though we 
were losing on the Voluntary schools we 
should make a great deal on the Board 
schools. He told us that this scheme 
would require £41,200 for Scotland, and 
£154,000 for England. The man who 
was responsible for giving the Lord 
Advocate that estimate was either grossly 
ignorant and incompetent, or he had some 
other thing in view, because for England 
we voted £200,000, and for Scotland 
£32,000, so that a gross under-estimate 
was made for England, and a gross over- 
estimate for Scotland. Then, two years 
ago a Bill was brought in by which 
England got a further £41,000, and its 
claim has increased under the Vote to 
£210,000. Instead of our getting a great 
advantage under this scheme, the advan- 
tage is in favour of England. We have 
660,000 children to educate, and when 
the Department brings in an estimate for 
the money required they only estimate 
607,000 children. But these estimates 
are only figments of the imagination of 
the persons who gave the Lord Advocate 
his brief, and I think I have proved that 
his arguments have been demonstrated to 
be fallacious, and that we are losing 
£76,000 a year by the transaction. 
England is receiving £852,000, and if we 


| were getting our fair share of that we 


should have had many more thousands of | should receive £117,000, and we ought 


pounds, and now we are only getting that | fairly to get that sum. 


Sir John Kinloch. 


But according to 
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the estimate of the Lord Advocate we | 
only get about £80,000. What have we 
got this year? We are not talking about 
what we have had in the past, but about 
the Estimate for the present year. Under | 
the Estimate you are voting to-day we 
get £41,000 ‘instead of £117,000, and | 
therefore we are losing £76, 000 a year. 
These are startling facts, and I did ex- 
pect to hear from the Lord Advocate 
some reason why the Department had 
committed this blunder. Let us come | 
now to the question as to how they com- | 
mitted this terrible blunder. Up to the, 
year 1897 we got our 12s. per head, and 
by .the change which has been made, 

instead of getting that amount, we are | 
now only getting 10s. per head. By an 
arrangement with the Treasury, and by 
misrepresentation as to the facts, they got 
their Bill through. This arrangement 
was made, and last year we ought to have 
got £26,000 from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to make up our 12s. per 
head, but we did not get a single penny. 
Surely that £26,000 will come to us. 
again. We have demonstrated that, as a | 
result of this system, Scotland has been 

defrauded, and surely we are going to 
get this sum or a fair equivalent if we 
are going to continue under the present | 
system. Are we to go on paying for free 
education, and is “England to go on 
enjoying that great increase while Scot- | 
land forgoes the privilege of having free 


Supply 


education. All these estimates and 
figures upon which the Government | 
brou ght forward this scheme have 


been” proved to be fallacious, and we are 
losing £76,000 during the present year. 
I would like to hear something said on 
behalf of the Department before I move 
a reduction in this Vote. 


'tinctly that the determination 
| Education Department would be made 
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Advocate intends to insist upon the 
Department taking action in this matter. 


He has stated that if anything was wrong 


' in the law as regards rating it was not his 


duty to bring in a measure to amend it. But 
is it not within the scope of his lordship, if 
the Education Department are in a 
dilemma, to proceed in the matter ? If itis 
true that so many children in Scotland are 
absolutely without education, that is a 
state of things we cannot tolerate, and 
unless it is made clear that within a 
certain time this very difficult question 
which is now before the Education 


| Department will be dealt with I shall be 


disposed to vote with my hon. friend. 


I stated dis- 
of the 


*Mr. A. G. MURRAY: 


known to the House. 


Mr. McLEOD (Sutherland): We have 
been told that this matter has been going 
on for months, and, while it may be proper 
to take action before the Court to find out 
what the law is, we have to deal now 
with the Education Department. Now 
that we have got back to this question, I 
think we ought to have a very definite 
and absolute assurance from the respon- 


| sible Minister that within the next few 
days the Education 


Department will 
take such aetion as will ensure that 


these children will be brought under 


the control of the Department, 
because, however wrong Mr. Quarrier 
may be, I do not think that this Com- 
mittee has got anything to do with that. 
The question we are asked to vote on is 
as to whether we will permit the Educa- 
tion Department to allow over 1,000 


|children to go without the necessary 


education, and we ought to have a very 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: May I make 
a suggestion to the House? ‘There has 
been raised an important point, and per- 
haps it is advisable that we should have 


I therefore suggest that we might now | 
divide upon the Motion for a reduction 
moved by the hon. Baronet behind me, 
and then the general Debate could be 
resumed. I am sure we shall all be very | 
glad indeed to hear a satisfactory ex- | 
planation from the Lord Advocate. 


Mr. ALEXANDER CROSS (Glasgow, | 
Camlachie): Before the question is put | 


I should like to know whether the Lord | 


_days, and we should have now 


| sity for altering the law, 


distinct assurance that a definite commu- 
nication will be made within the next few 
some 
indication of the form of action which the 


| Education Department propose to take. 


*Mr. WEIR: In reference to the neces- 
surely if a Bill 
is necessary it 1s for the right hon. Gen- 
tleman to take the initiative, and not to 
expect a private Member to bring in a 


| Bill. I sincerely hope that this matter 
| will be taken in hand at once, for it is 


clearly a matter for the Education Depart- 
ment, and not for the hon. Baronet who 
is taking this matter up. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided 


Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry 
Bryce, Rt.Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 

Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh 
Crombie, John William 
Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T. (Glamorgan) 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Farrell, Jas. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George A. 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Fred. George 
Barry, Rt. Hn. A.H.S.(Hunts.) 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach,Rt. Hn. Sir.M.H.(Br’st’]) 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John | 
Cavendish, V, C. W. (Derbys ) | 
Cecil, E. (Hertford, East) 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C, Ready. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col.) E. T. D. | 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingfield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir W. Hart 
Fellowes, Hon, A. Edward 
Finlay, Sir R, Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 


Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. A. G. MURRAY 
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: Ayes, 46; Noes, 103. 


AYES. 


Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hazell, Walter 
Hedderwick, Thomas ©. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Leng, Sir John 

Macaleese, Daniel 


| M‘Ghee, Richard 
| M‘Leod, John 
| Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 


Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 


NOES. 
Flower, Ernest 
Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Garfit, William 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
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| Pearson, Sir Weetman D. 


Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 


| Pinkerton, John 


Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Shaw, Thomas, (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


| Tennant, Harold John 


Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


THE AYES~— 
and 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir Charles Cameron 
Mr. Colville. 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pilkington,R.(Lanes. Newton 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley,Sir. W. O. (Edin.) 


| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
| Purvis, Robert 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. | 


Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, Hon. Lionel R.( Bow) 
Hozier, Hon. Jas. Henry Cecil 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. Wm. 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw’ns’a 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool!) 


| Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
| Macdona, John Cumming 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
More,Rbt. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morgan, Hn. F. (Monm’thsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
tetoul, James Alexander 
tichards, Henry Charles 
Ridley,Rt. Hn. 5irMa tthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Ryder, John Herbert Dudley 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes.) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart,Sir MarkJ M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Thorbuen, Walter 


| Tomlinson, Wm. Edw.Murray 


Valentia Viscount 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 


| Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 


Morton, Arthur ey 


Murray, Rt. Hon. A. G. ( 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


ute) | 


| 
| 


objections have been raised to it. 
objections, in my opinion, have not been 
: I think the | altogether consistent, nor do I think that 


Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt.Hn.E. R.( Bath) 
Wyndham, George 


Young,Commander (Berks, E.) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Those 





best course for me to take will be to reply | some hon. Members have at all considered 
generally to the observations which have | this matter from the practical point of 
been made. I am quite aware that the | view of the Government, and they have 
principal topic which has been dealt with | not indicated what they would have done 
is the Minute, and quite a number of | if they had been in office instead of us, 
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I will take first of all the puint raised by 
the hon. Member for the Border Burghs. 
What he objects to is the fact that the 
Minute does not extend to the higher de- 
partments of elementary schools. My 
answer to that is two-fold. First of all 
the hon. Member takes the Minute 
entirely by itself, whereas, I endeavoured, 
in the statement which I made earlier in 
the evening, to show that, in our view, 
the policy of the Department in secondary 
education should not be taken as being 


Supply 


limited to the Minute alone, but it must | 


be taken along with the change made in 
the Code last year. 
left out of his criticism all reference to 
the higher grants. Now I would ask him 
to consider this—Is it not the case that in 
regard to a great many schools of the 


very sort he wishes to favour that, as a | 


matter of fact, they would be pecuniarily 
very much better off by coming under the 
provisious of the Code, and getting the 


higher grants than they would be if they | 


only got their share of the £35,000 7 So 
that, viewing the matter for the moment 
in this sense as mere “£ s, d.,” I think 
he will find that there are many schools 
which are actually benefited by this 


system, and that they are doing better | 


than if they got their share of the | 
£35,000. ‘The hon. Member has stated | 


that these grants are subject to the 
lis. 6d. limit, and he is afraid that a 
great many schools will not be able to 
avail themselves of this grant. I know 
they are subject to this limit, but there, 
again, it is just one of those cases where 


they may be able to get timely help from | 
hon. | 


the county committees, because 
Members are aware that anything which 
would be paid by the county committees 
out of the £60,000 would unquestionably 
be considered as a contribution from a 
local source. So there is a very easy 
way of helping schools in the higher 
department under this Code if they are 
able to get a contribution from that 
As regards the general merits of 
the proposals, a good many of the observa- 
tions which have been made are with me, 


and the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- , 


ber for Aberdeen said frankly that he 


thought there was a great deal in the, 


view of the Department. It has been 


hinted by some hon. Members who have 
spoken from the opposite side that in | 
Aberdeen the right hon. Gentleman who 
represents that constituency knows there 
are a particular class of schools which are | 
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The hon. Gentleman | 
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just the sort that will be assisted. I do 
think that is treating the right hon. 
Gentleman rather unkindly, for I think 
his observations were dictated by true 
educational policy, and were not at all 
due to the fact that there were particular 
schools in his constituency which might 
be assisted. There is this point, that, of 
course, the Education Department have 
already been doing a good deal for higher 
education through the action of the coun- 
cils, where, I think, hon. Members are 
| with me, although they rather misunder- 
| stood my expression when I said that the 
| private secondary schools had been left 
}out of the Code, and a good many hon. 
| Members took that statement as meaning 
| that those schools had nothing given to 
them atall. But I did not say so. What 
I said was that they had not had the 
amount of money yet which would enable 
them to form themselves into private 
educational centres which they might 
otherwise be, and although the hon. 
Member for Renfrewshire had, with pride, 
told us what has been done by the county 
' committees, [ think he must admit that 
all the county committees have not 
behaved in such a proper manner as 
his own county has done. There are 
various other hon. Members who really 
object to this Minute upon the 
ground that it cuts out the higher educa- 
tion of the elementary schools. But 
there is another class of objection. The 
objection of the hon. Member for 
Renfrewshire is not, I think, that the 
Minute prevents the grant being spread 
over these schools, but rather because 
he thinks it casts a very difficult and 
‘invidious duty upon the county com- 
| mittees. I confess, as I have said before, 
| that I cannot understand why the county 
committees should feel that they are an 
inferior instrument or that it is derogatory 
to their usefulness to have thrown upon 
them the consultative action which is put 
upon them by this Minute. But I confess 
further that my hon. friend left me in 
doubt—although I listened to his speech 
very carefully—whether he really wished 
the whole of this money to be handed 
over to the county committees as they 
stand. I rather think that he did not, 
because he went on to describe the general 
state of the provision made for secondary 
education, and he hinted that the only 
way out of the difficulty was by legisla- 
|tion. Upon this subject he said one 
thing to which I should like to make 


3 i 
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reference. He stated that Article 21 of 
the Code was a recognition of this subject 
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that the real solution of this question 
must eventually be found in legisiation, 


as thework of the county committee. That | then I ‘think the Minute is justified, 


is scarcely so, because I think he knows 
that the Department have often refused 
to recognise as secondary schools some of 
the schools to which the county com- 
mittees have given funds. 
the cause of secondary education the 
Department desire to have a higher 


In furthering | 


because undoubtedly we will be in a 
much better position for legislation after 
we have had an opportunity of watching 
the experience this Minute will give. 
It is not a question of inquiry in the 


‘sense of having a Commission or a Com- 


standard of schools than some of those to | 


which the county committees have given 
their money. He further declared that 
bad use had been made of this money, 
but in 1898, although the councils had 
done their duty, the principal offenders 
were the burghs. Here, again, he 
thought the only remedy was legislation. 
That was the principal note of the 
speeches to-night. Member after member 
joined in saying that what they really 
wish for is legislation with a view to con- 


solidating the general system of secondary | 


funds 
for 


the 


bringing 
Member 


hon. 


and 


The 


education 
together. 


Haddington indulged in some terrible | 


pessimism with regard to Scottish 
technical education, and one would 
suppose he had never heard of the 
Heriot-Watt College or what is done 
at it. He said we were Philistines 
as regards secondary education, and his 
whole admiration on 
present moment seems directed to Wales. 
It is no part of my duty to decry Wales, 
but, after all, I do not really think we 
have very much to fear by comparison 
with Wales. As a matter of fact, the 


secondary schools in Wales are little more | 


than what we in Scotland would call 
higher departments, and the number of 
pupils examined is comparatively small as 


compared with the number of pupils who - 


get leaving certificates in Scotland. I 


understand even as regards the Central | 


Committee, over which the hon. Member 
waxed so enthusiastic, that there are grave 
doubts as to whether it should be gone on 


with, or whether its functions should not | 
| secondary education question, but we do 


be handed over to the Universities. 


The hon. Member was amongst those who | 


said that legislation was a remedy. It 
seems to me that is really the greatest 
justification that can be urged for the 
present Minute. 
anybody—there may he a few, perhaps— 
would say that it would be a good thing 


to simply add this money to the £60,000, | s 
is the object of hon. Members on both 


and to let it be distributed under the 
conditions of the old Minute. 


Mr. A. J. Murray. 


that matter at the | 


mittee of experts to give an opinion. 
There is, in one sense, almost nothing to 
learn. What we do want is experience as 
to how far secondary education would be 
practically possible, and what we should 
he able to do for the first time in giving 
help to real secondary schools. That has 
not been possible under the action of the 
county committees. I have tried very 
hard to show that I am not blaming these 
county committees, but hon. Members 
cannot say that their action has had the 
effect of fostering proper secondary educa- 
tion. Under this Minute that is possible 
for the first time. We will have ex- 
perience and something more. We shall 
have put schools of this description into a 
state of efficiency. When we have that 
experience and when these schools are in 
an improved condition, as we may fairly 
hope they will be, then surely will be the 
time to legislate ; to review the secondary 
education system, and put it on a revised 
basis which will prevent money being wasted 


/on curious forms of technical education, 


I do not think almost | 


If we say | 


such as teaching a fife and drum band ; 
to divert money from unremunerative 
channels and to consolidate the whole sys- 
tem. I think aiso that this Party 
would never shrink from putting the 
schools taken over under local supervision 
in order to obtain the advantage which 
everybody feels local supervision extends. 
Accordingly, I certainly would be giving 
a quite wrong impression if I gave the 
Committee to understand that there was 
any intention on the part of the Govern- 
ment to go back on the Minute. On the 
other hand, we are very far from looking 
onthe Minute as a final settlement of the 


say that with a sum of money not much 


| greater than £31,000, it is very much the 


more reasonable thing to find out the 
proper secondary schools, to get 
experience, to put the schools’ into a 
proper state of efficiency, and then to 


| consider the problem of the general con- 


solidation of secondary education, which 


sides of the House. The time left me is 
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GMs ieee ves oF es rackoes Gaies | Pegtuin os taicier of rns ere 
OSS1D: T Sor | promised in the matter of arrears to give 
questions raised in the Debate. First, as | the difference between the 10s. grant 
tlic aie . ig hon. Member oe he? ‘and the  eleven-eightieths. | However 
s often by question and speech|the money is exhausted. Then he 
Gert cietus Gta novarshowais tes ecto Se ethane 45. cea 
honour to learn the’ import of the speech °£26,000. tt hue ae per age 
which I made at the time the Education | that sum yet, but it is not now very far 
Act of 1897 was passed. I am quite | from it, and would, had we not had other 
Senge he his pond ee amount oem / resources, have amounted in the Estimates 
scotland got from _Treasury at that for 1899-1900 to £23,000. So far for 
iosiachin Ue phe hand TT to ts | pox ote tac nea of cag 
or the amount England got for the as- ad pot ' oe ager oa toate fe 
sistance of the Voluntary schools But  Enclat ak etna sR - prem a 
there were really no such bhinders or aaa a all i gt grapene en 
false figures as the hon. Member seems to | aan: and the Chancellor of the Ex- 
rd — so tg ea gross pe on | chequer has always been firm in holding 
nate, but neither I nor any of my that a'though there may be other affairs 
special advisers was responsible. The | in which rg equivalent coi might come 
only other question was that of the | in it should not apply to education, and 
£36,000. | that each country should have the same 
i CRE. ied atin ik cin | educational advantages. As a matter of 
ee ea 2 te | fact, if the whole thing were taken to- 
system in Scotland would require £41,000, | pather. it would be found that Scotland 
and you only put down £36,000. Scotland get 1er, . woulc ; e Tounc at cot anc 
Wie ne dhataiilly wclervated ac Masiead | vadly off as compared with Eng- 
ates a | lel the matter of the Educational 

was overrated bovetigg ar : . 
: ‘Grant. If any hon. Member will take the 

*Mr. A.G. MURRAY: My impression Estimates for the current year, and will 
of the £41,000 is otherwise. The ques- add up the total educational payments to 
tion of the £36,000 was this. Hon. Members | England and the total to Scotland, he 
know that we had been paying a 12s. will find that the totals are in the ratio of 
capitation grant, but an arrangement was | 80 to 11°08, so that as a matter of fact— 
made with the Treasury that only a 10s. although I do not admit that the grant 
grant should be paid. It was, how-| Scotland has anything to do with it— 
ever, very expedient that we should measured by this standard Scotland is 
go on paying the 12s. grant, and we better off as far as educational Imperial 
had other sources of supply. We had | ¢2d0wment is concerned by ‘08. So far 
£40,000 available under the Act for finance. The hon. Member for Kilmar- 
of 1890 which would, of course, provide nock Burghs asked me a question about the 
the difference for 400,000 children, and allowance under the Act of 1897. Well, I 
there were also certain arrears which had | #™ sorry I cannot give the hon. Member a 
been promised but not actually paid by legal opinion of my own at this box, but 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in con- I can tell him exactly what the views of 
nection with various extra grants which the Department are. The Act of 1897 
proceeded by way of further relief 














England had sived. 
| gland had receivec the Act of 1873. Section 67 


Dr. CLARK: The promise was given | of the Act of 1872 stated that, 
tome during the Debate on the Bill by “where in a parish or borough a school 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. rate on the rateable value shall be levied,” 
. ° * : _ |ete., and the view of the Department was 

*Mr. A.G. MURRAY: Which promise | that there could only be one “rateable 
does the hon. Member mean ? value.” Accordingly, if you take the rate- 
Dr. CLARK: The promise that we | able value you must take the owner's half 
should get the difference between 10s | of the rate, not because it is the owner's 
capitation grant and the eleven-eightieths. | but because it is the only rate which in- 

cludes the whole rateable property in the 


*Mr. A.G. MURRAY: I do not think | valuation. That is the view which pre- 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would | vails in the Department. I will propound 
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to any hon. Member, who wishes to exer- 
cise his mind on it, a question., Suppose 
you take the other view and do not take 
the staple rate, but whatever happens to 
be the occupier’s rate, and add it to the 
owner's rate, how would that work in a 
classified parish where you might have 
four or five occupiers ? 


Mr. CALDWELL: Let the occupiers 
make up the half, whatever it may be. 


*Mr. A. G. MURRAY: That is no 
auswer. The hon. Member for Kil- 
marnock Burghs said: If you want to 
find the real rate you must add the 
owner's rate to the occupier’s rate; but 
how can that be done in a classified 
parish ? 


Mr. CALDWELL: This Act applies 
to England, and in England it is the 
occupier’s rate which is taken. 


*Mr. A. G. MURRAY: In England 
there is no classification, and therefore 
it does not apply in the case given. 
I pass next to what was said by various 
members about the Code. The general 
attitude of hon. Members towards the 
Code has been extremely satisfactory, 
and I am sure the Department will con- 
sider and bear in mind the weighty 
remarks made as to the particular duty 
cast,not only upon inspectors and itself, but 
also on the care of selection it ought 
to exercise. As to the apprehension 
about the loss of grant, I can only again 


repeat the assurance which I made earlier | 


in the Debate, that undoubtedly the De 
partment will do its very best during the 
present year—during which payments 


under this new Code have to be made— | 


to watch very narrowly the effect of the 
new scales, and if it can see that the result 
of the scales as they are would be a 
diminution of the general grant, then the 
Department would do its best to make 
somé sort of addition, such as the right 
hon. Gentleman and other hon. Members 


suggested. Various other questions were 
asked. The hon. Member for Partick 


wanted to know what was the use of 
leaving certificates in the lower grades. 
I understand that these certificates 
are accepted as qualifications for various 
posts without further examination. As 
a matter of fact, they are found very useful 
in that way, and are regarded as a recog- 
nised standard. Then I was_ pressed, 
especially by the hon. Member for Leith, 


Mr. , G. Murray. 


(COMMONS} 


(Ciril Service Estimates). 


to speak about agricultural education, 
and the hon. Member pointed to the 
desirability of founding some sort of 
central establishment. That is a matter 
which ought to be kept in mind with a 
view to future legislation, and to an 
application to the Treasury ; but I think 
probably he will agree with me that, with 
the money at present at our command, 
anything of that sort would be entirely 
beyond our power. An hon. Member 
said that there was no provision for 
agricultural education on the Kast coast 
at all, especially in the County of Perth, 
but I would remind the hon. Membei 
that the Perthshire County Council have 
contributed with others to the new college 
which has been started in the West of 
Scotland. , 

Sm JOHN KINLOCH: That ts too 


far away. 


*Mr. A. G. MURRAY: But it shows 
that they think it is an institution which 
their own people can take practical 
advantage of. As to the question of the 
dismissal of teachers, that can only be 
dealt with by legislation, and the question 
of superannuation must be dealt with in 
ithe same way. Although, no doubt, I 
can quite understand teachers may have 
a grievance in that matter, | would remind 
hon. Members that it was debated on the 
Education Bill, and that there was a good 
deal of feeling even by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite, that teachers should not be given 
a pension by the Schoo! Boards as well as 
| by the Treasury. [think [ have replied, 

as far as the time at my disposal would 

| permit, to the various points which have 
lbeen raised, and I hope the Committee 
will kindly allow us to take the Vote. 





Captain SINCLAIR: The right hon. 
Gentleman’s reply cannot be regarded as 
satisfactory with regard to the Minute of 
the 27th April, and I beg to move the 
reduction which stands in my name, in 
order to show the unanimity of opinion 
in condemnation of it. 





It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
ithe Chair to make his Report to the 
| House. 
| Committee report progress ; to sit again 
upon Monday next. 

Adjourned at five minutes 


after Twelve o'clock, 
till Monday next. 
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Monday, 19th June 1899. 


BILL 


PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


THE LORD 
the Parliaments had laid upon the Table 
the Certificates from the Examiners that 
the Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with : 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5). 


ELECTRIC 


LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 6). 


ELECTRIC 


HOUSIMG OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (BORROW- 
STOUNNESS),. 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDER (HOUSING OF WORKING 
CLASSES). 


Also the Certificates that no further 
Standing Orders are applicable to the 
following Bills : 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
PROVISIONAL ORDER (No. 1). 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (POOR LAW). 

And also the Certificates that the fur- 


ther Standing Orders applicable to the 
following Bills have been complied with : 


SHEFFIELD CORPORATION MARKETS. 
CITY AND BRIXTON RAILWAY. 
LONDON IMPROVEMENTS. 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION. 


LINCOLN AND EAST COAST RAIL- 
: WAY AND DOCK. 
The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY (GENE- 
RAL POWERS) BILL. [Lords.] 

The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments. 

WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 

Reported with Amendments. 

VOL. LXXIT. [FourTH SERIEs. | 
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SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


| 
|’ The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
| reported with Amendments. 
'SOUTHPORT AND LYTHAM TRAM. 
ROAD BILL. [{Lords. ] 
Reported from the Select Committee 


with Amendments. 


NORTH STAFFORDSHIRE RAILWAY 
BILL.~ [Lords. ] 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported from the Select Committee with 
| Amendments. 
WATER 


WEST GLOUCESTERSHIRE 


BILL. 
| Read 2%, and committed. 
| CALEDONIAN RAILWAY (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL.  [Lords. ] 


ABERDEEN JOINT PASSENGER 
STATION BILL. [Lords.] 


SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 


BILL. [Lords.] 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
CARDIFF RAILWAY BILL. 
RHONDDA URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. 


Read 3¢, with the Amendments, and 
passed, and returned to the Commons. 


LOWESTOFT PROMENADE PIER BILL. 


GODALMING CORPORATION WATER 


BILL. 
| Brought from the Commons; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


JONES'S DIVORCE BILL. [Lords.] 
Minutes of evidence and proceedings 
before this House on the Second Reading 
together with the documents deposited in 
' the case, returned from the Commons. 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDER CONFIRMATION 
(LONDON) BILL. [Lords.] 

House to be in Committee on Thursday 
next. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


LOCAL 


| To be read 2¢ on Thursday next.— 
| (The Lord Harris.) 
3 F 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). 


ORDERS (No. 6) BILL 
To be read 2¢ To-morrow.—(The Earl of 


Dudley.) 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 2) BILL. [Lords. ] 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION 
(No. 3) BILL. [Lords. ] 


WEST MIDDLESEX WATER BILL. 
AIRE AND CALDER NAVIGATION BILL 
EAST LONDON WATER BILL. 


MILTON CREEK CONSERVANCY BILL. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


GREAT WESTERN AND GREAT 

CENTRAL RAILWAY COMPANIES BILL. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, that the Earl of Mansfield be pro- 
posed to the House as a member of the 
Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Viscount Falmouth ; read, and 
agreed to. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 12) BILL. [Lords.} 
Read 3¢ (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 13) BILL, [Lords] 


ouse in Committee (according +o 
H C g 


order): Amendments made: Standing 
Committee negatived: the report of 


Amendments to be received To-morrow. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS) No. 15) BILL [Lords.] 
Read 3¢ (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


‘Read 3¢ (according to 
passed. 


TRAMWAYS ORDERS CONFIRMATION | 


(No 1) BILL. [Lords. ] 
Amendments reported (according to 
order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow, 


order), and 


Minute of the Committee of Council 
on Education in Scotland, dated 15th 
June 1899, amending the terms of para- 
graph 5 of the Minute of 27th April 
1899, providing for the distribution of 
the sum available for secondary or tech- 
nical (including agriculture) education 
under Section 2, Sub-section (4) of the 
Local Taxation Account (Scotland) Act, 
1898. 


ARMY (MILITARY WORKS). 
Approximate estimate of expenditure 
for the year 1899-1900 under existing 
loans. 
COLONIES (ANNUAL). 


No. 261. Jamaica. Annual Report 
for 1897-98 (for report for 1896-97, see 


i No. 225). 


RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). 

Return by railway companies of the 
United Kingdom for the six months end- 
ing 3lst December 1898. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2290. 
trict). 
No. 2291. 
No. 2292. 
turns). 
Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


Japan (Yokohama and Dis- 


Persia (Azerbaijan). 
Africa (Congo trade re- 


PUBLIC RECORDS (TREASURY). 

Schedule containing a list and _par- 
ticulars of classes of Treasury documents 
which have been deposited in the Public 
Record Office, but which are not con- 
sidered of sufficient public value to justify 
their preservation therein; laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT BILL. 
Petition for amendment of ; of the 
| Vestry of the Parish of St. George, Han- 
over Square, London ; read, and ordered 
i to lie on the Table. 
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ANCHORS AND CHAIN CABLES BILL. | the habitual offender is recruited, and the 
House to be in Committee on Thursday | only way to do that is to seek the 


next. 


EDUCATION OF CHILDREN BILL. 
To be read 2* on Friday the 30th in- 
stant. (Tha Viscount Knutsford.) 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL. [Lords. ] 

Lorp WINDSOR: My Lords, I under- 
stand that the Local Government Board 
object to several of the clauses in this 
Bill, and therefore I ask leave to postpone 
the Second Reading in the hope that some 
modification may be made which will 
remove these objections. 


Order of the Day for Second Reading 
read, and discharged. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL. [Lords.] 
SECOND READING. 


Order of the Day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, I trust that it will be only 
necessary for me to make a very short 
statement to your Lordships in order to 
obtain the acceptance of this Bill. Its 
object is to keep children and young 
persons out of jail, and I assume that to 
every one of your Lordships that object will 
appear to be commendable. Amongst 
the many incidents that have occurred 
during the present reign probably there 
are none that can be looked upon with 
greater satisfaction than the great diminu- 
tion which has taken place in our criminal 


classes. Still, a great deal remains to be 
done. The diminishing power does not 


progress as quickly as could be wished, 
principally in consequence of the difficulty 


. experienced at the present time in dealing 


with the habitual offender. He is a very 
difficult person to deal with ; severity 
does not appear to affect him, and 
clemency seems to have but little etfect 
upon him. The result is that if we are 
to hope for a continued proportionate in- 
crease in the diminution of our criminal 
classes, we must deal in some way with 
the class of habitual offenders. The only 
way probably to deal effectually with 


' fountain head, and to prevent the child or 
| the youth becoming criminal at all, and 
‘in this way cut off the supply to the 
| habitual offender class.. As you are 
‘aware, my Lords, a great deal has been 
‘done of late years to diminish the 
.number of youthful offenders, but, as I 
have said, a great deal yet remains to be 
done. Much has been accomplished by 
the increased power of education, the 
prosperity of the working classes, the 
greater sympathy that has been shown— 
progressively shown—-towards those who 
are poor and towards those who are 


‘criminal, which have tended to reduce the 


that class is to destroy the recruiting | 


power—to deal with the class from which 


number of criminal youthful offenders. 
Also, too, there has been a progression of 
humane feeling on the part of those who 
have to administer the law, and there has 
, been a tendency to deal with the youthful 
offender in the most merciful manner 
allowed by law. The Legislature has 
done something. In the year 1879 my 
noble friend Viscount Cross introduced 
the Summary Jurisdiction Act, which no 
doubt relieved the child from the heavier 
penalties then being imposed. Later on 
my right hon. friend Sir William Har- 
court took the matter in hand when at the 
Home Office, and insisted that a return 
should be made of the committal of every 
child to prison. Again, my noble and 
learned friend on the Woolsack has, by 
two Acts, facilitated the process of admit- 
ting persons to bail, and in that way has 
done much to keep both the young and 
those more advanced in age out of prison. 
But whilst all these causes have reduced 
the number of youthful offenders who are 
committed to our jails, still the number 
stands at a considerably higher rate than 
could be wished. If it will not weary 
your Lordships I will quote a few tgures 
to show the rate at which the decrease has 
been taking place during the years from 
1893 to 1897. In the year 1893 2,924 
young persons under the age of 16 were 
committed to prison, and of these 150 
were children under the age of 12 years. 
In 1897 the 2,924 was reduced to 1,630, 
not much more than half, whilst the 
number of children under 12 commited 
to prison, instead of being 150 in number, 
were only 58. But, my Lords, there is 
unfortunately a cause which is increasing, 
and may increase still more, the number 
of young persons committed to prison. 
We have been extending the powers of 


3 F 2 
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local government, which, of course, give | that of great fear—predominates, and I 


local control, and the control by | 
the local authorities over different 
localities has to ‘be enforced by 


means of bye-laws. In order to en- 


| 
| 





foree these bye-laws the magistrates are | 
' quence of the great noise caused by the 


bound, first, to impose a fine, and, in de- 


fault of the payment of the fine, to send | 


the person who has been thus summarily 
dealt with to prison. Your Lordships 
will well understand that many of the 
offences which result from a breach of bye- 
laws do not represent crime as we under- 
stand the word. They are venial breaches 
of regulations rather than acts represent- 
ing any moral offence. The result is 
somewhat remarkable, but, before calling 
your Lordships’ attention to those results, 
I am particularly anxious to make it clear 
that, specially speaking on behalf of the 
Home Office for the moment, there is not 
the slightest desire in anything I say to 
criticise the action of magistrates in ad- 
ministering the law; it is really the 
machinery of the law that requires reme- 
dying. One’s experience shows that what 
may appear a severe sentence in the first 
instance is generally capable of some ex- 
planation, and when the explanation is 
given the matter you are considering 
hears a different aspect; but I have Re- 
turns hereof the different offences for which 
children are now sent to prison. Amongst 
them we find playing football in the high- 
way, throwing stones in the highway, ob- 
structing the highway, and gambling in the 
highway. We have to deal here with 
children varying from 11 to 13 years of 
age. The child is fined, and, of necessity, 
not being able to pay is sent to prison 
with hard labour, and bears the same 
penalty for the period as the person who 
has committed positive crime against our 
moral law. That surely is a state of 
things which is scarcely to be desired. I 
have in my mind the case of a child of 
12 who was charged with begging and 
fined 16s. 60. Of course, that beggar 
child could not pay the fine, and was sent 
to prison for seven days with hard labour. 
What does this punishment mean to a 
child of 11 or 127 To keep a child 
in a cell ny himself, especially during 


the night, must create a_ state of 
terror which is a cruel and frightful 
punishment, or if he is callous and 
cares not, he becomes — habituated, 
and the prison ceases henceforth 
to. have any terror for him. I 
think, however, the first phase —namely, 


Lord Jumes of Hereford. 


may mention that some defendants who 
were confined in a jail near London 
approached the Home Office when they 
were released and complained that they 
had been unable to sleep at night in conse- 


screaming of children who were locked 
up. The Home Secretary and those who 
have control of our prisons felt that an 
alteration was necessary, and the doors 
of the cells in which children are now 
placed are allowed to remain open, and the 
children may spend the night within sight 
of the warder instead of in the dark cell. 
The Home Office have thought that some- 
thing should be done to prevent as much 
as possible vouthful offenders being sent 
to prison. Of course, we must not take 
too high a position; if we do we may 
defeat the intention of legislation. The 
punishment of youthful offenders must 
be fixed with due regard to the age of 
the child, and the law should be enforced 
with due regard to the conditions of each 


case. But, where we are dealing with 
children so young as 10 years of age, 


surely in those cases there could be a 
mitigation of this, to them, terrible 
punishment of imprisonment. It is under 
these circumstances that the Government 
submit this Bill to your Lordships. The 
object of the Bill is, as I have said, to 
keep youthful offenders away from prison 
life, and the course that has been taken 
has been to invent, within reasonable 
bounds, machinery to carry out this object. 
The first section extends the powers of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act of 1879. By 
that Act only the offenders by the 
crimes mentioned in the schedule can be 
dealt with summarily, but by this section 
there will be, in respect of young persons, 
power given to magistrates to deal with all 
offences, except homicide, summarily, but, 
of course, by consent in the case of in- 
dictable offences. It would he an evil 
example to the child in future life if you 
were to say, “Commit whatever offence 
you will, there will be no punishment.” 
But if the object of this Bill is to be 
carried into effect the punishment must 
be inflicted outside the walls of 
a prison. The suggestion is that the 
punishment shall be simply whipping, 
as distinguished from flogging, and thatthe 
whipping shall take place upon a gradu- 
ated scale, and be of a very mild character. 
The maximum, where the child is under 
12, will be six strokes. The punishment 
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will be administered in the presence of | 
the parent or guardian, and certainly can- | 
not be regarded as one of a cruel character. 
It will be a domestic treatment, and one 
which will not be looked upon as being 
associated with prison life. Section 3 
makes an alteration in the same direction. 
As your Lordships know, a child who has | 
been convicted must not be sent to an) 
Industrial School, but in this section it is 
proposed that the conviction, if it be for 
an offence so slight that whipping is a 
proper punishment, shall not be regarded 
as punishment so heavy as to debar the 
child from entering an Industrial School. 
I will pass over Section 4, which is rather 
controversial, and to which I will allude 
later on. Clause 5 carries out the object 
which my noble aud learned friend the 
Lord Chancellor had in 
endeavoured to place all prisoners in a 
position where they could be bailed in- 
stead of being imprisoned. In respect of 
the young child who cannot obtain any 
person to become bail for him, the magis- 
trate shall have power of selecting some 
“ outdoor” place of detention—some 
suitable person, say, a married constable, 
in whose home there will be suitable pro- 
tection for the child—and, instead of send- 
ing him for the seven days during which he 


may be under remand, to prison, the child | 


shall be sent to the custody of this person, 
who will be responsible for his appearance 
when the time of the remand shall have 
expired. Although detained in this way 
out of prison, there will be nearly as much 
certainty of the child appearing when the 
case comes on as if he were sent to prison, 
and the child will have been kept free 
contact with prison life. See- 
tion 6, in one sense, does not belong to 
the Government, but refers to a matter 
dealt with in a Bill introduced last week 
by my noble friend Lord Leigh. My 
noble friend has been the pioneer in this 
matter, and has worked hard to secure an_ 
alteration in the law whereby children | 
shall not necessarily be sent to prison 
before they are sent to a Reformatory | 
School. The object of my noble friend 
is to make it possible for a child, if the 
magistrate thinks proper, to go direct | 
to a Reformatory School without being 
brought into contamination with prison | 
life. That was rendered permissive in | 
the Act of 1893, but a Departmental 
Committee in 1896 accepted the view 
which the noble Lord has all along ad- | 
vocated—namely, that it would be advis- | 
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able to make it obligatory upon magis- 
trates to send children who are to go to 
Reformatory Schools direct to those 
schools. I am afraid that Clause 4, 
which throws an obligation upon parents 
and guardians who had not taken proper 
care of their children, will be somewhat 
controversial, and if any strong objection 
is shown to it I should be unwilling to 


see the Bill stopped by that clause. At 


the same time, | must say that I believe 
it isa most beneficial and useful clause, 


‘inasmuch as it endeavours to make parents 


more careful of their children and take 
greater care to prevent their committing 
crime. I have ventured to occupy your 
Lordships’ time by referring to these 
sections as they have been framed. I do 
not labour them, for I am certain that no 
one in this House or elsewhere can do 
other than approve of the objects we have 
in view, and I certainly hope that the 
manner in which we have endeavoured 
to carry out those objects will receive 
the unanimous sanction of your Lord- 


ships. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read 24.” 


—(Lord James of Hereford.) 


*Lorp LEIGH: My Lords, having 
taken for many years a deep interest in 
the Reformatory School system, may I 
be permitted to express the very great 
pleasure I feel at the action of the 
Government in introducing this Bill, which 
I believe to be a very useful one indeed. I 
had the honour,a few days ago,to introduce 
a Bill into your Lordships’ House deal- 
ing expressly with the sending of children 
direct to Reformatory Schools. This is 
a subject to which I have paid con- 
siderable attention for the past 46 years, 


-and whenever I have had an opportunity 


of expressing an opinion upon it I have 
invariably said that, in my judgment, the 
Legislature had committed a very great 


‘mistake in not making it compulsory 


upon magistrates to send children to 
Reformatory Schools direct. [ now most 
cordially thank the Government for hav- 
ing taken the subject into their con- 


sideration, and for introducing this Bill. 


I earnestly trust that the present session 
will not end without the Act of 1893 
being amended, so that the children may 
go direct to Reformatories without coming 
into contact with the gaol. I have always 
contended that the sending of children to 
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prisons, preparatory to entering Refor- 
matories, has a most pernicious effect 
upon them ; and I have been informed by 
superintendents of reformatories, whom 
I have consulted upon the subject, that 
the hardest cases they have to deal with 
are invariably those cases where the 
children have been confined in gaol. Inas- 
much as the Government has in this 
Bill dealt with the subject I had at heart, 
I desire to withdraw my Bill in favour of 
the Bill introduced by Her Majesty’s 
Government. 


*LorD NORTON : My Lords, I do not 
suppose any of your Lordships have had 
more to do with reformatories than I 
have, for I have taken considerable part 


in the administration of them during the | 


past 50 years, and I beg to tender my 
thanks to the noble and 
who has introduced this Bill for the very 


material improvements in the exist- 
ing law which he has proposed. The 


four main improvements introduced by 
this Bill in the existing law dealing 
with youthful offenders are — firstly, 
the extension of the power of sum- 
mary treatment of offenders, which I 
think will be found of very great ad- 
vantage; secondly, the greater use of 
moderate corporal punishment for boys, 
which I regard in every way preferable 
to shutting them up in a place of 
detention; thirdly, the increase in the 
liability of parents for cost of main- 
tenance at reformatories and for neglect 
of their children, which neglect is the 
cause of half the child criminality of this 
country ; and, lastly, in providing places 
for children to be sent to when on remand 
owing to there being no Reformatory 
School ready at the moment to receive 
them. For all these improvements in the 
existing law I, for one, am very much 
indebted to the noble and learned Lord, 
the Chancellor of the Duchy; but there 
is one clause, which has been especially 
referred to, to which I should like to call 
attention. The noble Lord opposite (Lord 
Leigh) proposes to withdraw his Bill, which 
is adopted by the clause in this Bill dealing 
with the admission of children to Reforma- 
tory Schools, but upon this Clause I feel 
compelled to say a few words. Ido not 
think there is anything more dangerous 
than the habit which Parliament is getting 
into of legislating by reference to other 
Acts, and not explaining exactly what the 


Lord Leigh. 


learned Lord | 


{LORDS} 


We are all agreed upon that point. 


Bill. 


complete object of a Bill is. This system 
renders it absolutely impossible for any- 
body, without assistance of a lawyer, to 
understand what such Bills mean. I must 
say it is utterly impossible for any of your 
Lordships to know what the 6th clause 
of this Bill means as it stands. It proposes 
to omit the words “in addition to” out of 
the Act of 1893. No one can tell whether 
that would be an advantage or not. I 
think the noble Lord himself, on reflection, 
will hardly like to be the author of such 
a provision, and place upon the Statute 
Book a clause which that child- 
convicts shall, not in addition to, but in 
lien of punishment, whatever their crime 
may be, be sent direct to a Reformatory 
School. This clause either means entire 
immunity of children from punishment, 
or that Reformatory Schools are to be 
looked upon as penal institutions, and 
that children sent to them shall be 
treated as criminals for the whole of 
their childhood. Can there be any- 
thing more monstrous or cruel to a 
boy than to stigmatise him as a criminal 
during the whole of his childhood? If 
this is allowed, boys will be turned out 
at the end of their detention without any 
sense of shame, and with a degrading 
consciousness that they are criminals. 
This, of course, will also act as an im- 
pediment to their being employed in any 
industry which they have been trained 
to in these schools. I cannot conceive 
anything more dangerous or more cruel 
than such a provision as this. I can 
hardly suppose that the noble and learned 
Lord has himself really seen the drift of 
the sixth clause of this Bill. What he 
desires, and what we all desire, is that 
children should not be punished in prison. 


To 
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says 


'shut up a young child in a solitary cell 


in a prison is gross cruelty, and pro- 
duces no benefit whatever, but the propo- 


‘sal of the noble and learned Lord goes 


further, and suggests that for all convicts 
under sixteen there should be no punish- 
ment at all. Under this Bill parents who 
neglect their children will be punished 
by having to pay costs and a fine, and 
to give a security for their future better 
conduct ; but that the children should be 
sent to school as their only punishment 
is a proposal which I cannot think the 
noble Lord opposite (Lord Leigh) would 
wish himself. What he wants is not to 
secure that in lieu of any punishment the 
child shall be sent to school, but that 
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he shall not be sent to prison. All desire 
to see punishment of a suitable kind 


adopted, which, in the case of boys, would | 


in almost all instances be corporal punish- | 
ment. They should afterwards go to a 
Reformatory, if no other schooling offers 
itself, and the Reformatory should be 
treated as a school, and not as a penal 
institution retaining criminal character 
throughout education. Indeed, they 
cannot in practice be treated as penal 
institutions. They are just the same as 
other schools, except that they are made 
so excessively agreeable that there is a 
danger of a premium being given to bad 
treatment of children to qualify for 
Reformatories. I was asked by one 
woman how she could qualify her child 
for a Reformatory, and I did not like to 
tell her by throwing him into the street 
to pick pockets. As a matter of fact, 
our Reformatories are the very best 
publicly supported schools we have in 
the country; they are far better than 
the ordinary National schools, for they 
give technical as well as intellectual in- 
struction. By treating them as direct 
modes of punishment more harm must 
be done than good, both to the child and 
to the country, and I trust the clause to 
which I have called attention, as well as 
the Bill it adopts, will not be allowed 
to appear on the Statute Book. I hope 
the noble and learned Lord will tell your 
Lordships that he will alter the clause so 
as to achieve what I am sure is his desire 
as well as mine that children should have 
proper punishment not in prison. If he 
will not do so, I am certain the magistrates 
will adopt the usual course of refusing to 
act upon a provision which is absolutely 
absurd, 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: May 
I say, with regard to what Lord Leigh 
has stated with reference to his desire to 
withdraw his Bill in view of the pro- 
vision in this Bill dealing with the same 
subject, that I hope he will not withdraw 
his Bill. I hope my noble friend’s 
measure, which is a one-clause Bill, will 
receive the assent of both Houses of 
Parliament, and I see no objection to his 
Bill as well as this Bill progressing. If 
the noble Lord’s Bill passes, then the 6th 
clause of this Bill can be struck out. It 
is a well-known axiom that if you wish to 
secure your game two guns are better | 
than one. The proposal contained in the | 
6th clause will be discussed at length in | 
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the Standing Committee to-morrow on 


Academy. 


ithe Bill of the noble Lord opposite. I 


will, however, consult the Home Office on 
the subject, and after hearing, as I have 
no doubt I shall, the matter discussed in 
the Standing Committee by my noble 


friends I will state the view taken by the 
|Home Office. 


*Lorp LEIGH: My Lords, if it is the 
wish of the House and of the noble and 
learned Lord the Chancellor of the Duchy 
that my Bill should continue I will do my 
best to push it forward. My only desire 
is to see the clause which embodies the 
object I have at heart passed into law, 
and I trust that this desire will be 
realised. 


On Question, agreed to. 


Bill read 2 accordingly, and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Tuesday the 27th instant. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


LIGHT LOAD LINE BILL. [Lords. } 

A Bill to supplement the law relating 
to load lines on merchant ships was 
presented by the Lord Muskerry; read 1a ; 
to be printed ; and to be read 2¢ on Mon- 
day the 26th instant. (No. 127.) 


QUESTIONS. 
THE ROYAL ACADEMY. 

*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY: 
I desire to ask Her Majesty’s Government 
whether they will give effect to the fol- 
lowing recommendations of the Select 
Committee of 1836, and of the Royal 
Commission of 1863 with respect to the 
Royal Academy 


1. That the Academy should rest on a 
wider and more liberal basis, and be 
viewed as a national institution, and 
that it should have a Charter in 
lieu of the Instrument of 1768. (1836 
and 1863) : 


2. That an annual report should be pub- 
lished of the proceedings of the 
Academy, with a statement of its 
income and expenditure, duly 
audited, (1863) : 
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That all voting for Royal Academi- 
cians or Associates should be open. 
(1863) : 

That the Academicians and Associates 
now existing should send four works 
as of right, and never more, and that 
Associates henceforth elected should 
send no work as of right, and never 
more than four. (1863): 

5. That the charge for admission should 
be one shilling as heretofore, but on 
Mondays it might be raised to a 
higher sum, and that the Exhibition 
should be wholly free on Saturdays. 
(1836 and 1863) : 

6. That the system of teaching hitherto 


~ 


followed is not satisfactory. (1863) . 


7. The system of teaching which prevails 
in France seems well worthy of con- 
sideration. (1863): 

8. That the annual balance-sheet of the 
accounts of the Academy should 
be printed and submitted along with 
the annual report to the General 
Assembly. (1863) : 


And to call the attention to the House to 
therepudiation by the Royal Academy 


of their responsibility as bailees for , 


damage to works confided to their 
custody : also to the sixty thousand 
pounds of the Chantrey Bequest, of 
which the Chantrey Trustees give no 
account. 


My Lords, the eight recommendations 
contained in this notice are all taken from 
the Reports of the Royal Commission of 
1863, and the recommendations which 
have the date 1836 upon them are those 
which were also recommended by the 
Select Committee of the House of Com- 
mons. Your Lordships may naturally 
have wondered why these recommenda- 
tions were not attended to. I think the 

robable explanation is that in 1836 Lord 
Jelbourne was Prime Minister, and his 
maxim was to let things alone, and 
that in 1863 Lord Palmerston was Prime 
Minister, and he was then 80 years of 
age. This explanation is strengthened 
by the similar neglect of two other 
Parliamentary recommendations of about 
the same dates, 1837 and 1862, with 
respect to first fruits paid by poor 
benefices. The noble Marquess at the head 
of the Government may ask me why I ex- 
pect him to carry out the recommenda- 
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| There are several reasons. In the first 
| place, the subject has been refreshed and 
revived by the recently published book 
jby Mr. Laidlay, which the Royal 
| Academy has not attempted to answer or 
| contradict in any way ; and, in the second 
| place, discontent of the artists and general 
| pnblic has now reached mid-winter. There 
is also the noble Marquess’s own argument 
of continuity of Government, since there 
has been nothing to break it since 1863. 
| The first recommendation was that the 
_Academy should rest on a wider and 
;more liberal basis, and be viewed as a 
| national institution, and thatitshould have 
a charter in lieu of the instrument of 
1768. I will ask your Lordships to ob- 
serve that this was recommended by the 
Select Committee in 1836, and by the 
| Royal Commission in 1863. This recom- 
mendation does not require any answer 
from the noble Marquess, because, suppos- 
ing he is in favour of reform, it would be 
a matter for negotiation with the Royal 
Academy as to the conditions under which 
'a new charter should be given. The 


Academy. 


same observation applies to Recom- 
mendation 8 The General Assembly 
is not a general assembly of Royal 


artists, but only of members of the 
Royal Academy. The junior members 
of the Royal Academy have very little 
voice. In any new charter it would 
be necessary that these matters should be 
remedied, and the present tyranny re- 
moved. The second recommendation is 
that an annual report should be published 
, of the proceedings of the Academy, with 
a statement of its income and expenditure 
duly audited. At present the Academy 
play fast-and loose, sometimes claiming to 
be a public institution, and at other times 
a private institution, and they also claim 
aright to deal with their own funds as 
they like. The result is that nobody 
knows how the funds are applied, or where 
they go. The third recommendation is 
that all voting for Royal Academicians or 
Associates should be open. That is very 
necessary, for at the present nobody knows 
why they are appointed. A great number 
are appointed chiefly because they have 
valled for reform ; it is known that once 
inside the Academy they cease all their 
further arguments in favour of improve- 
/ ments in administration. The fourth re- 
commendation is that the Academicians 
and Associates now existing should send 
four works as of right, and never more, 


tions of these past and gone Commissions. | and that Associates henceforth elected 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 
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should send no work as of right, and never 
more than four. I have put in these re- 
commendations exactly as they stand in 
the report, but the general opinion now is 
that the Academicians should be limited to 
still fewer works, but that at any rate they 
should pass a competent jury and not send 
in pictures which are really of no value. 
I remember a picture entitled “ The Flight 
into Egypt,” in the centre of which was 
a picture of the Holy Family. This occu- 
pied the whole side of the room, and the 
chief impression produced upon my 
mind was the greediness of this Acade- 
mician in taking up so much space at the 
expense of others. The great complaint 
made by the public and the artists is 
that favouritism is displayed in the 
admission and rejection of pictures. Even 
supposing there was no favouritism, the 
enormous number sent in render it 
absolutely impossible for any jury to 
devote the necessary time to them. There 
are too many pictures sent in, and in this 
case, as Seneca said of the Alexandrian 
library burned by Julius Cesar, excess is 
everywhere prejudicial. The fifth recom- 
mendation is that the charge for admission 
be raised to a higher sum, and that the ex- 
hibition should be wholly freeon Saturdays. 
Your Lordships will observe that this re- 
commendation was made in 1836, ata 
time when there was no attempt at vote- 
catching or much care for popular amuse- 
ment, and that the recommendation was 
made with the idea that it would benefit 
the people of this country by instilling 
a love for art. There would be no 
loss to the Academy by allowing the 
exhibition to be wholly free on 
Saturdays, for they could charge 2s. on 
Mondays. This particular recommenda- 
tion has attracted a good dea! of attention 
out of doors, and many newspapers have 
strongly supported it. The sixth recom- 
mendation says that the system of teaching 
hitherto followed is not satisfactory, and 
the following recommendation is to the 
effect that the system of teaching which 
prevails in France seems well worthy of 
consideration. The present system of 
teaching is very bad. The teacher is 
changed every month, the result being 
that you have a landscape painter recom- 
mending almost exclusive attention to 
colour one day, and another painter recom- 
mending exactly opposite the next day. | 
agree that the system of teaching which 
prevails in France is well worthy of con- 
sideration. This is evident by the number 
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of British students who go to France. 
Nearly the whole of the United States 
market for pictures is lost to this country 
because Americans who go to Paris find 
the studios full of English students, and 
naturally conclude that if the Academy 
teaching is bad, English art must be bad 
also. This is a question for the Board of 
Trade : from accounts of duty on pictures 
imported into the United States, fur- 
nished by the U.S. Consul in Paris, for 
the years 1889-90, 1890-91, and 1891-92, 
the average sum of £1,600,000 was 
spent in each of those years in Paris 
by United States citizens. I now have 
to call the attention of the House to 
the repudiation by the Royal Academy of 
their responsibility as bailee for damage 
to works confided to their custody ; and 
also to the £60,000 of the Chantrey 
Bequest, of which the Chantrey Trustees 
give no account. The action of the 
Royal Academy in repudiating responsi- 
bility as bailees is against the common 
law, as is proved by the fact that the 
Liverpool and Manchester Galle ries have 
both repeatedly paid for damages. At the 
present time I have been informed of a 
poor man having been offered £2 10s. 
by the Academy for damage done to his 
picture. The Liverpoo! Academy admits 
pictures protected by glass, but this the 
Royal Academy refuses to sanction. Per- 
haps the bringing of the question before 
your Lordships’ notice may have the 
effect of shaming the Academy into action. 
As Mr. Laidlay has said in his book, 
the Academy can reform itself from 
within, and do so much better than out- 
siders can do, but pressure is required if 
anything is to be done. With regard to 
the £60,000 of the Chantrey Bequest, 
Mr. Charles Kains-Jackson has written 
a letter in the April number of a maga- 
zine called The Windmill, quoting from 
Mr. Cook’s Handbook to the Tate 
Gallery, to say that Chantrey left 
£150,000 to the Academy subject to a 
life interest to his wife, and that the 
Academy devote the interest on £90,000 
to buying pictures ; but what has become 
of the remaining £60,000. Mr. Kains- 
Jackson also points out that the Chantrey 
Trustees pay more than the market value 
for the pictures they buy. It would be 
better if the Charity Commissioners 
paid some attention to this matter, 
instead of depriving small parishes of 
endowments in order to devote the 
money to secondary education. The 
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noble Marquess at the head of the Govern- | 
ment made a speech at the last Academy 
banquet, and | need not repeat to him 
his own speech. But I should like to ask | 
him, if I may, whether, when he spoke of 
Commissions on the right and Commissions 
on the left, this was merely a reminis- | 
cence of Tennyson’s “ Balaclava Charge,” 
and referred to future Commissions, or 
whether he was aware that the Royal 
Academy was already flanked by two 
Commissions. My first impression of his | 
speech was that he had heard there was | 
to be an attempt to reform the Royal 
Academy, and his speech was a warning. | 
I am certain the noble Marquess would | 
not wish to imitate Lord Beaconsfield in| 
being a Sphinx and a man of mystery, 
but his speech certainly had a mis- |, 
leading effect. This is shown by the 
remarks of the JMJorning Post next day. 
That journal said : 

“ Nobody is more given to telling the truth | 
in the guise of a jest than Lord Salisbury. 

: Lord Salisbury foreshadowed a time 
when the Academy might have to be managed 
by the Government ; and, though he confessed 
that he did not think it would then be 
managed particularly well, we are not at all 
certain that he did not foretell the thing 
which is bound to happen sooner or later. 
The Royal Academy really is a Government 
Department in all but name. [It cannot make 
a painter, but it can secure the prosperity of 
any tradesman who has learned the rules of 
drawing, and can use a brush to put colour on 
canvas. The man who is scorned by this body 
is scorned by the vast majority of the picture- 
buying public. . The business of the 
Aci ulemy would probably not be well done if 
it became a Government Department, but 
half-a-dozen Civil Service clerks would intro- 
duce improvements. Through mere laziness 
they would put some limit to the number of 
canvases that may be sent in, and, believing 
in their ignorance that pictures are exhibited 
in order ‘that they may be seen, they would 
arrange the galleries as almost all galleries, 
save those of the Academy, are arranged.” 
I begin to have doubts as_to whether the 
noble Marquess does not wish to shelter 
himself under the vis inertiv of Lord Mel- 
bourne and Lord Palmerston. If that is 
not so, there is a very simple way for the 
noble Marquess totake action. He need not 
even writealettertothe Royal Academy. It 
would be quite sufficient if he were now to 
say that, until the Academy reformed itself, 
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| with insincerity in the matter. 
spring the papers referred to what Lord 


| the history of his time. 
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Members of the Government have two 
opportunities during the year of doing 
this—the Lord Mayor’s banquet and the 
Royal Academy banquet. But if the noble 
Marquess and his colleagues would take the 
step I have suggested, they would escape 
the danger they now incur of being —— 
n the 


Beaconsfield said at the Academy. In his 
speech to the Academicians he praised the 
paintings he saw about him for their im- 
agination, but immediately afterwards he 
said to Mr. Browning they showed no 
imagination whatever. This story shows 

the “danger of the insincerity to which 
the Academy banquet exposes a Minister. 

I have nothing more to say, except to 
make a formal motion for Papers, in case 
I wish to reply. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The MARQUESS OF SALIS- 
BuRY): My Lords, I will try to give some 
sort of answer to the question which my 
noble friend has put on the Paper. He has, 
as usual, surrounded the question with a 
graceful haze of irrelevant matter upon 
which it is not necessary for me to touch. 
I think, if we once attempt an inquiry as 
to what any newspaper says in this or that 
leading article, we shall have a great num- 
ber of subjects for useless debate. I think 
that the ground fallacy of my noble friend’s 
speech is S the i impression which he appears 
to entertain that the Report of a Commis- 
sion must always be attended to, and 
that, as a matter of fact, its Report always 
is attended to. That is not my expe- 
rience of public life. I have witnessed 
the appointment of a great number of 
Commissions, but my impression is that a 
very small percentage have received any 
notice from legislators or from Parlia- 
ment. My noble friend is a man of very 
great industry, and if he will devote 
himself to ascertaining how many Com- 
missions during the last 60 years have 
reported, and how many of those Reports 
have given grounds for any action, he will 


furnish a very important ‘contribution to 
I think I know 


he and his colleagues would not accept the | several Commissions now pending that 
next invitation to the Academy banquet. | have not the slightest probability of any 


This would, of course, be a self-denying | action being taken upon them. 


ordinance, not for the loss of the dinner, 
but for the loss on the part of the Govern- 
ment of the opportunity, if I may say 
so, of blowing its own trumpet. The 


Lord Stanley of Alderley. 


But my 
noble friend appears to look forward to a 

period, which Lord Wemyss glanced at 
| on a previous occasion, W hen the Govern- 
| ment should undertake the management 
{ 
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of the Royal Academy. 
think this undertaking is 
bolder hands than mine. I hope that if 
there is to be an artistic Party 





artistic bodies what they ought to do, 
they will organise themselves in some 
such way that all their recommendations | 
may have a unanimous tendency. Iam | 
afraid my noble friend and Lord Wemyss | 


are still far apart in the remedies they | 


recommend for the consideration of Par- 
liament. But the practical point is— 
Are the Government going to introduce 
any measure this session to alter the con- 
stitution of the Royal Academy ? 


hon. friend the Leader of the House of 
Commons has to-day made 
body. I think that when my noble 
friend comes to read it he will agree with | 
me that the task of introducing any such | 
thorny and difficult subject as the reform 
of our artistic institutions is not likely to 
be undertaken in the two months which 
yet remain of the session. There is no 
subject which produces such a_ healthy 
difference of opinion as questions ‘which 
relate to art, and, consequently, there is 
no subject which is likely to make so 
great ademand on the time of Parliament. 
I certainly should think it very imprudent 
of any Minister to undertake such a task, 
unless he were driven by very much greater 
evils and defects than it is possible to 
show in the present management of the 
Royal Academy. On the whole, the 
results appear to me to be quite as good 
as they are likely to be by introducing the 
Civil Service element into the management 
ot the Royal Academy, and I doubt whether 
any large addition of politicians to the 
governing body of our great art institution 
will add much to the value and beauty of 
its work. 

*Lorp STANLEY or ALDERLEY : 
My Lords, onthe whole I am perfectly satis- 


fied with the answer given by the noble | ¢ 
second time. 


Marquess, because he indicates that at 
some future time something will be done. 
I shall find the observations of the noble 
Marquess with regard to Royal Commis- 
sions very useful in dealing with another 
matter I intend to call your Lordships’ 
given 


attention to, and of which I have 
notice. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes | 
before Six o'clock, till To-morrow, 
half past Ten o'clock, 


{19 JUNE 1899} 


I confess that I | 
reserved for | 


I have | 
had the privilege to hear the exposition of | 
the state of public business which my right | 


before that | 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Monday, 19th June 1899. 


in Partlia- | 
ment, which will prescribe for the various ; 


NEW WRIT. 
New Writ for the County of York, 
| West Riding (Osgoldcross Division), in 
| the room of Sir John Austin, Baronet 


(Chiltern Hundreds). — (Mr. William 
M‘Arthur.) 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





PRIVATE BILLS. [Lords. | 

(Standing Orders not previously in- 
quired into complied with.) 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
prev iously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz.— 

BUENOS AYRES AND PACIFIC RAIL- 
WAY COMPANY BILL. [Lords. ] 


TRANSVAAL MORTGAGE, LOAN, AND 
FINANCE COMPANY BILL. [Lords.] 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 

second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS. [Lords. | 

(No Standing Orders applicable.) 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners fof 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are 
applicable, viz.— 


YORKE 
Ordered, 


ESTATE BILL. [Lords. ] 
That the Bill be read a 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS. 


(Standing Orders applicable thereto 
complied with.) 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
_case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing. 
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Orders which are applicable thereto have | HASTINGS AND ST. LEONARDS GAS 
been complied with, viz.— BILL. [Lords.] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | As amended, considered; to be read 
ORDER (No. 20) BILL. ———_, the third time. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second deel ; : mi 
i; WALKER AND WALLSEND UNION 


time To-morrow. GAS (ELECTRIC LIGHTING) BILL. 
PRIVATE BILL. [Lords.] | As amended, considered ; Amendments 
(Standing Orders not previously in- made ; Bill to be read the third time. 
quired into not complied with.) 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table ALL SAINTS CHURCH (CARDIFF) BILL. 
Sih, OPI vy] . Z d € Lords. 
teport from one of the Examiners of , ee 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First ee eee a 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not Srive ee a, Pac REET TRAM- 
previously inquired into, and which are ——— ed 
applicable thereto, have not been complied 
nT oa , P LOWESTOFT WATER AND GAS BILL, 
’ . [ Lords. } 
BIRMINGHAM, NORTH WARWICK- 
SHIRE, AND STRATFORD-UPON-AVON SeeaaIaar anes : . 
RAILWAY BILL. [Lords] ae oy DOC : AND HARBOUR 
3OARD (PILOTAGE) BILL. [Lords. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred to —s 
oo Committee on Standing — yiLLWALL DOCK BILL. 


To be read a second time upon Thurs- 


day. 


NORTH-EASTERN AND HULL AND 


LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH gh tech DH D 
COAST RAILWAY (PENSIONS) BILL. sayy ae oy ll 


LISBURN URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
BILL. NORTH - EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Lords’ Amendments considered, and [Lords. ] ; 
agreed to. Read a second time, and committed. 


FRIENDS’ PROVIDENT INSTITUTION 
BILL. (Lords. ] 


Read the third time, and passed, with 
an Amendment. 


ST. NEOTS WATER BILL. [Lords.] (By 
Order.) 


Read a second time, and committed. 


LOWESTOFT PROMENADE PIER BILL. LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
(Queen’s consent signified.) Read the POWERS) BILL. ¥ 

third time, and passed. Ordered, That the Minutes of Evidence 

‘taken before the Committee on the Great 

SKIPTON URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL. Eastern Railway Bill, in the Session of 


[Lords. } of 1887, be referred to the Committee on 

Read the third time, and passed, with the London County Council (General 

Amendments. Powers) (recommitted) Bill.—(Dr. Fw 
quharson.) 


GODALMING CORPORATION WATER 
BILL. ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
Read the third time, and passed. ORDERS (No. 18) BILL. 
KENT GAS B ic ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
MID-RENT GAS BILL. (Lords.) ORDERS (No. 19) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed, with 


Amendments. | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (Ireland) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


ABERDEEN CORPORATION BILL. 
[Lords. ] | LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) 
As amended, considered : Amendments | PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 


made ; Bill to be read the third time. | Read a third time, and passed. 
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ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL | acquire Gwyn’s Grounds, Londonderry 
x ‘ ry > 
CRIES (0. 36) BELL. ‘and lay out the same as a public park ; 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL | 2"4 for other purposes.” [Brooke’s Park 


ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. | (Londonderry) Bill. [Lords. ] 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL, GAS ORDERS CONFIRMATION (No. 1) 
ORDERS (No. 7) BILL. BILL. [Lords.] 

Read the first time; referred to the 


nal ea ISIONAL | Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 


: | and to be printed. ill 239. 
As amended, considered ; to be read en. (aes 
the third time To-morrow. | WATER ORDERS CONFIRMATION BILL. 
[ Lords. ] 

Read the first time; referred to the 
| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
| and to be printed. [Bill 240.] 


HARROW AND UXBRIDGE RAILWAY | 
] ABs | 
BRISTOL GAS BILL [Lords.] 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
MATION BILL. [Lords.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. Read the first time; referred to the 

That they have agreed te— Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
and to be printed, [Bill 241. 
Amendments to P [ 41.] 

BROOKE’S PARK (LONDONDERRY) 


BIRKENHEAD CORPORATION BILL. BILL. (Lords. ] 
[Lords. ] Read the first time, and referred to the 
Without Amendment. Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 





That they have passed a Bill, intituled, | 
‘An Act to confirm certain Provisional | PETITIONS. 
Orders made by the Board of Trade under | 
The Gas and Water Works Facilities Act, | ee eo 
1870, relating to Alton (Hants) Gas, Bed- | ; vain H DISCIPLINE BILL. 
worth Gas, Elstree and Boreham Wood | Petition from Nottingham, in favour ; 
(jas, Limavady Gas, and Wellingborough | to lie upon the Table. 
Gas.” [Gas Orders Confirmation (No. 1) | : 
31] (Lords. | LIQUOR TRAFFIC LOCAL VETO 
: (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Nottingham, in favour ; 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “‘ An Act to con- : gfe 
to lie upon the Table. 


firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under The Gas and | 5 ¢ \CAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) ACT 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relat- (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 
ing to Burnham and_ District Water, Petitions, in favour: From Wick and 
Harpenden Water, Maidstone Water, Brechin ; to lie upon the Table. 
Stourbridge W ater, and Tilehurst, Pang- 
bourne, and District Water.” (Ww ater POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
Orders Confirmation Bill. [Lords. ] ACT, 1845. 

Petition from Bothwell, for alteration 

Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to con- of Law ; to lie upon the Table. 

firm certain Provisional Orders made by 
the Board of Trade under The Gas and 
Water Works Facilities Act, 1870, relat- 
ing to Herne Bay Gas, Hoyl: sve nell West “ ; 
Kirby Ges and Water, Tonbr idge Gas, Astruther, Haster, and Crail ;: to lie upon 
and York Town and Blackwater Gas.” the Table. 
[Gas and Water Orders Confirmation, SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
Bill. [ Lords. | SUNDAY BILL 

Petitions in favour: From Walton, 

And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for, Glastonbury, Street, Parbrook, Aller, 

conferring powers upon the trustees of the Long Sutton, and Preston (three); to lie 
will of the late James Hood. Brooke to upon the Table. 


PRIVATE LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL 
Petitions, in favour: From Brechin, 
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TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 
Petition from Selkirk, in favour ; to | of the House— 

lie upon the Table. | 
PUBLIC RECORDS (TREASURY). 

Copy of Schedule of Documents (of the 

RETURNS, REPORTS, éc. | Treasury) which are not considered of 

| sufficient public value to justify their 

be ies ole | preservation in the Public Record Office 

TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). [by Act]. 
Copies presented,—of Diplomatic and ~~ 


Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. | ARMY RIFLE RANGES. 
2290 to 2292 [by Command] ; to lie upon | Address for “Return of the Rifle Ran- 
the Table. | ges which have been closed to the firing 


; , : ace | of full-charge ammunition since the issue 
COLONIAL REPORTS (ANNUAL, — the Lee-Metford rifle, and of new 
Copy presented,—of Report No. 261 | ranges approved during the same period.” 
(Jamaica, Annual Report for 1897-8) [by | —(Wr. Frederick Wilson.) 
‘Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 
} 
RAILWAYS (CONTINUOUS BRAKES). | nn 
Copy presented,—-of Return by Rail- | QUESTIONS. 
way Companies of the United Kingdom | 
for the six months ending the 31st | 
December 1898 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ADMIRALTY CONTRACTS. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
| dee): I heg to ask the Secretary to the 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL. } Admiralty when the new form of <Ad- 

Copy presented,—of Returns relating | miralty Contract will be laid upon the 
to the Council up to 31st March, 1899, , Table. 
with Estimate of Expenditure for the Tue SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- 
year ending 31st March 1900 [by Act];) RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. | No date can yet be given, but the form is 
[No. 233.] in draft, and it is hoped that the final 

' revisi i t be prolonged. 
SUPERANNUATION ACT. 1887. revision will not be prolongec 

Copy presented, —of Treasury Minute, Mr, EDMUND ROBERTSON : Seeing 
dated 8t June 1899, granting to Mr. that this question was asked 18 months 
Alfred Edgar Clay, Second Division Clerk | ago, will the hon. Gentleman undertake 
in the Money Order Office, General Post to let us have the form before the Ship- 
Office, a Retired Allowance under the Act | building Vote is reached ! 
ep et) ee pe Me Table. Mr. MACARTNEY: I cannot give 

EDUCATION (SCOTLAND). that undertaking. 
ooPY, presented, — of Minute of the) Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : I shall 
e 0 £ Education in|. - . r 
ss i raise the question on the Vote. 

Scotland, dated 15th June, 1899, amend- ree ail 
ing the terms of Paragraph 5 of the 
Minute of 27th April, 1899, providing for | 
the distribution of the sum available for; Sim JAMES FERGUSSON (Man- 
Secondary or Technical (including Agri- | chester, N.E.): I beg to ask the Under 
cultural) Education, under Section 2, Sub- | Secretary of State for War whether a 
section (4), of The Local Taxation claim made by the 1st Battalion Grena- 
Account (Scotland) Act, 1898 [by Com-,dier Guards for losses of canteen stores, 


THE GUARDS’ LOST STORES. 


mand]; to lie upon the Table. ‘amounting to £340, by the up-etting of 
j , ee : boats on the Nile provided by the 
ARMY (MILITARY WORKS). | Egyptian Government, has been refused 


Copy presented,—of | Approximate | by the War Office ; whether he is aware 
Estimate of Expenditure for the year | that the battalion was ordered to take up , 
1899-1900 under existing Loans {by | the Nile coffee bar goods sufficient to last 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. till the end of September, and that a 
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Board was held to consider the losses as 
soon as practicable afterwards ; whether 
the finding of the Board was approved by 
the General commanding the division, who 


considered the sum claimed moderate, and | 


recommended its payment, and again 
approved by the General commanding in 
Egypt; whether the losses in question 
fall upon the canteen fund, and conse- 
quently upon the rank and file of the 
battalion ; and on what grounds the claim 
has been refused after eight months’ 
delay. 


*Ture FINANCIAL SECRETARY To | 


THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PowELt- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, S.): The matter 
referred to in the question of the right 
hon. Gentleman is still under considera- 
tion, and no final decision has yet been 
arrived at. 


THE GUERNSEY MILITIA. 


Mason RASCH (Essex, §.E.): I beg | 


to ask the Under Secretary of State for 


War whether the Guernsey Militia threw | 


down their arms and accoutrements, and 


played football with their helmets when | 
on parade; and whether the War Office , 


proposes to take any notice of such 


mutinous proceedings. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
Governor has telegraphed that the report 
is untrue. 


Mason RASCH: May I ask whether | 


the hon. Gentleman knows that the 


question is practically taken from a report | 


in The Times of Wednesday last ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Yes, | 


I think that is very likely ; but, neverthe- 
less, it is untrue. 


Mr. R. G. WEBSTER (St. Pancras, | 


E.): Is it true that several officers were 


cheered on parade and others were 
hissed ? 
Mr. SPEAKER: I think the hon. | 


Member had better give notice of that 
question. 


THE METROPOLITAN VOLUNTEER 
REVIEW. 


GrneraL RUSSELL (CheJtenham): I 
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| the Review at Aldershot by Her Majesty 
| on the 26th instant. 


| *Mr. J. POWELL - WILLIAMS: 
| Perhaps my hon. and gallant friend 
will allow me to answer this question. It 
is not proposed to erect any stands, but 
the General Officer Commanding, Alder- 
ishot, will do the best he ean to 
accommodate the carriages of persons 
desiring to see the Review. Applications 
for carriage tickets should be made to the 
Chief Statf Officer, Aldershot. 


RUSSELL: Will Me nbers 
carriages have 


GENERAL 
who do not possess 
| accommodation ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Yes ; 
| I understand that standing room will be 
|reserved also, and that application for 
_ standing should be made in the same way 
| as for carriages. 


JOSEPH DENISTON (LATE OF THE 
10TH FOOT). 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Kerry, S.) 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether he can order an 
inquiry by the military authorities at 
Longford into the present condition of 
health of Joseph Deniston, formerly 
belonging to the 10th Foot; and 
‘whether he is aware that Deniston, 
| although having served with good con- 
/duct in South Africa and elsewhere for 
many years, is left without any pension or 
reward, and is now unable to work to 
support his family. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 
have nothing to add to what has been 
'stated on previous occasions in this 
| House in regard to this case, and can only 
'refer the hon. Member to my reply to 
| him of the 28th March, 1898. The case 
| had then been considered no less than 
| fifteen times. 


| 
CORK MILITARY DISTRICT 
CONTRACTS. 

CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office with reference to the con- 
| tracts for supplies of groceries, provisions, 
| &e., to the Cork Military District, recently 

given to the Canteen and Mess Co-opera- 
' tive Society, Limited, whether he is aware 





beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | that since the commencement of the con- 
for War whether it is the intention to | tract on Ist May, 1899, many complaints 
provide accommodation for Members of | have been received at the Cork Head- 
Parliament, so as to enable them to witness | quarters Office, both as to the quality of 
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the goods supplied and as to irregular de- 
livery, and that in some instances the 
canteens have been compelled to fall back 
on the local firms for supplies ; whether 
he is aware that the contract was given 
to this society althou:h local firms w which 
have long supplied the district satis- 
factorily quoted lower prices for articles 
most largely used or consumed ; and 
whether, in view of these facts, steps will 
be taken to terminate the contract and 


afford an opportunity to local trades- 
men. 
*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: A few 


complaints as to quality of goods and 
irregularity of delivery were at first re- 
ceived, but the contract is now working 
smoothly, and those concerned are well 
satisfied with it. It is not proposed to 
interfere in this matter with the responsi- 
bility of the General Officer commanding 
at Cork. Of the four successful con- 
tractors three were local firms. 


CapTaAin DONELAN: Is the hon. 
Gentleman aware that when this question 
was previously raised in this House, the 
late Under Secretary for War stated that 
any change which might be made would 


be in the direction of enabling canteen 
committees to mangge their own affairs 
in this matter / 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: If the 


hon. Member wants further information I 
shall be happy to get it for him. He can 
hardly hold me responsible for any state- 
ment made by the late Under Secretary 
for War. 


this new 
military 


Captain DONELAN: Has 
system been adopted at any 
station in England ? 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: It is 


not a new system. 


FIGHTING ON THE TURCO-SERVIAN 
FRONTIER. 
Mr. STEVENSON (Suffolk, Eye): I 


heg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs whether he is able to 
communicate any information with regi ard 
to the reported conflict on the ‘Turco- 
Servian frontier. 

*THEUNDER SECRETARY oF STATE 
rorFOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Broprick, 
Surrey, Guildford): Her Majesty’s Mini- 
ster at Belgrade has telegraphed that the 
frontier between Retkotser and Medewttfi 
was crossed on June 14th by Albanians 
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and Turkish Regulars, who tried to raid 
villages and took two Servian guard- 


houses. They were opposed by the 
Servian frontier guards and armed 
villagers. Servian troops have been 


moved up to the frontier; the invaders 
have retired, and it is presumed that the 
military steps taken by Servia will suffice 
to maintain order. 

GARSTIN’S REPORT ON THE 
SOUDAN. 


ELLIS (Nottingham, Rush- 


SIR W. 


Mr. J. E. 


cliff): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs when the 


Report of Sir W. Garstin, respecting his 


‘visit of inspection of the Nile south of 


Khartoum and the Soudan, specifically 
alluded to by Lord Cromer in his Report 
on Egyptian affairs for 1898, will be laid 
upon the Table and distributed. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: Sir W. Garstin’s 
Report is now being prepared for presen- 
tation to Parliament. It will be laid and 
distributed in the course of this week. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC — THE 
MURDER OF MRS. APPLEBE. 
Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 


S.): [beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether any further in- 
formation has been received coneerning 
the murder of Mrs. Applebe, wife of the 


Rev. R. FP. Applebe, Wesleyan missionary, 
reported by Sir Alfred Milner in Serial 
No. 55, South African Republic, Blue 


Book, as an act of revenge on the part of 
the liquor dealers for efforts made by 
Mr. Applebe and Mr. Wilson to expose 
their nefarious trade; and whether any 
of the perpetrators of the outrage have 
been punished, or any compensation 
awarded by the President of the South 
African Republic. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The last information 
received is contained in Nos. 61 and 63 
in the Blue Book. No result oo 
obtained from the offer of a reward « 
£500 by the Government, and there is 
no clue as yet to the perpetrators. I am 
not aware that compensation has been 
given. 


THE KILLING OF MR. EDGAR BY A 
BOER POLICEMAN. 

Mr. DUNCOMBE (Cumberland, Egre- 

mont): On behalf of the hon. Member for 


the Eeelesall Division of Sheffield I beg to 
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ask the Secretary of State for the Colonies 
whether some compensation will be 


claimed on behalf of the widow of Mr. 
Edgar, who was shot dead in his own 
house by a Boer policeman. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Theanswer 
is in the affirmative; a claim for com- 
pensation has been made on behalf of the 
widow and child. 


THE JAMESON RAID. 

Mr. C. P. SCOTT (Lancashire, Leigh) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether, as stated by Sir 
Alfred Milner in his dispatch dated 
4th May, this country was, just before 
the so-called Jameson Raid, on the verge 
of war with the Transvaal; and, if so, 
what were the grounds justifying a 
declaration of war against the Transvaal 
by this country at that time. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: Sir A. 
Milner’s statement is perfectly correct, 
and the hon. Member will find full in- 
formation in Blue Book C. 8474 of May, 
1897. 


PROMOTION IN THE PRISON SERVICE. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether there are seven officials in the 
Prisons Department who have served 
forty years and upwards, and who are 
over sixty years of age; and, if so, will 
special facilities be offered to induce their 
retirement, in view of the large number 
of juniors who are at the maximum of 
their class. 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Rip.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I have been asked by my _ right hon. 
friend the Secretary to the Treasury to 
answer this question. There are six, not 
seven, officers in the Prisons Department 
who have served forty years and upwards 
and are over sixty years of age. They 


will retire under the general rule on 


reaching sixty-five, and there appear to me 
to be no grounds for any action in the 
matter. 


GLASGOW BAKERY DISPUTE. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON: (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether his attention has been 
called to the case of Angus M‘Naughton, 
baker, of Kinning Park, Glasgow, arrested 
on the 12th ultimo and locked up for the 
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night on a charge of persistently following 
with intent to intimidate certain work- 
men in a bakery connected with which 
there was some trade dispute ; whether 
the police officer arresting him had a 
warrant for his arrest; will he explain 
why the police refused to communicate 
to his wife the fact of his arrest and 
detention, also why on the occasion of 
his being brought before a magistrate on 
the 15th ultimo, and remanded for 48 
hours, bail was offered and refused ; and 
why, if the charge against him was a 
serious one, was he liberated on 16th 
May, after four nights’ incarceration, 
without being called on even to make a 
declaration before the sheriff to whom his 
case was remitted. 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GraHAM Murray, Buteshire) : Inquiry 
has been made into the case referred to 
by the hon. Member. The police ofticer 
had no warrant ; the arrest was made 
under Section 86 of the Burgh Police 
Act, 1892. My information is that the 
police did not refuse to communicate to 
the prisoner’s wife the fact of his arrest 
and detention, and that bail was not 
offered, and therefore not refused. In 
reply to the last paragraph, the facts are 
these : The prisoner was brought before 
the magistrate on Saturday, the 13th, 
and the case was remitted to the Sheriff 
Court for consideration. The police 
report was made to the Sheriff's Pro- 
curator-Fiscal on Monday, the 15th. The 
case was considered on that day by the 
Procurator-Fiscal, and was disposed of on 
Tuesday, the 16th, the prisoner being 
liberated because the evidence was con- 
sidered insutticient. 


Questions. 


Str CHARLES CAMERON : Will the 
right hon. Gentleman make further 
inquiry on the question of bail, which I 
am assured was offered ? 

Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I can only 
repeat what I have stated. If the bail 
was offered and refused, application could 
have been made to the Procurator -Fiscal. 
That certainly was not done 


ABERDEEN CEMETERY SCANDAL. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask the 
Lord Advocate if his attention has been 
called to the alleged wholesale desecra- 
tion of graves in acemetery at Aberdeen ; 


and whether it is the intention of the 
Government to institute proceedings 
nae 
o ts 
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against all those concerned in these 
alleged outrages as well as against the 
superintendent of the cemetery. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: A full investi- 
gation of the circumstances is being made, 
and the case, in all its bearings, is at 
present under consideration of Crown 
counsel. The superintendent has been 
committed for trial, and is now in 
prison. 


GENERAL RUSSELL: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not answered the last 
paragraph. 

Mr. A. G. MURRAY: Yes; the words 
“the case is under consideration in all 
its bearings” obviously cover the point 


whether other persons are to be prose- 
cuted. 
THE DAY SCHOOL CODE. 


Viscount CRANBORNE (Rochester) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education 
whether the additions to Articles 57 and 
42 of the Day School Code have been 
withdrawn in conformity with the Ad- 
dress to the Crown carried in this House; 
and what steps the Department have 
taken in order to warn managers that the 
published Code is in this respect incor- 
rect. 

THe VICE-PRESIDENT OF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on 
EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): Official intimation of the 
reply to the address of the House of 
Commons has not yet been received by 
the Education Department. Meanwhile, 
a Minute is prepared, restoring the 
Articles to the form they had in the Code 
of 1898. This Minute will be laid on 
the Table of the House, and published in 
due course. 


CARMARTHEN CHARITIES. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen, 
W.): I beg to ask the hon. Member 
representing the Charity Commissioners 
whether he can state the reason for the 
delay in the publication of the Reports of 
the Assistant Charity Commissioners con- 
cerning the charities of the borough of 


Carmarthen, and of the parish of Trelloch- | 


ar-Bettws in the county of Carmarthen. 


THe PARLIAMENTARY CHARITY 
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for the delay in the publication of 
the Report on the Charities in the 
Borough of Carmarthen is that the appli- 
cation made for the production of certain 
documents in the case of a grant to one 
particular charity has not yet been com- 
plied with. In all other respects the 
Report is ready to be laid on the Table 
of the House. With regard to the 
charities in the parish of Trelloch-ar- 
Bettws the Report has been delayed by 
the difficulty experienced in obtaining 
full information respecting the adminis- 
tration of the charities. The Report as 
to this parish was laid on the Table of 
this House on June 8th. 


HYDE PARK—LIGHTING. 

GENERAL RUSSELL: I beg to ask 
the First Commissioner of Works 
whether his attention has been called 
to the condition of the main thorough- 
fares in Hyde Park after dusk; and 
whether he can his way, by an 
improvement in the lighting and more 
police supervision, to enable respectable 
people to make more use of this park 
during the summer evenings than under 
the present conditions is possible. 

THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I have been gradually 
improving, as funds will permit, the 
lighting of the parks ; and the improve- 
ment in Hyde Park has been generally 
admitted and appreciated. My policy 
with regard to lighting the parks was 
fully stated during the discussion of the 
Parks Estimate a few weeks ago. The 
maintenance of order in Hyde Park is in 
the hands of the police authorities, but in 
my opinion everything is done that is 
necessary to maintain order there. 


see 


FINTONA SUNDAY MAILS. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster - General, 
whether he is aware that at Fintona, the 
largest town in the South Tyrone Parlia- 
mentary division of county Tyrone, the 
mails on Sunday mornings are seldom 
delivered before 10 a.m., though they 
have been lying at Omagh, six miles dis- 
tant, from 3 a.m., whence they are con- 
veyed by a horse and trap; and if there 
is any reason to prevent their delivery a 
little earlier, so as to enable persons 


COMMISSIONER (Mr. Grant Law- obliged to leave Fintona by the only Sun- 


son, York N.R., Thirsk) : 


The reason | day train at 9 a.m. to receive their letters 
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before leaving ; and, seeing that the only 
mail from Fintona on Sundays is made up 
about 4.30 p.m. and sent to head office at 
Omagh, where it lies untouched till about 
10 p.m., whether there is anything to 
prevent its being dispatched later on 
Sundays, say at 7 or 8 p.m. 

THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HAnbsury, Pres- 
ton): The mails are due at Fintona on 
Sunday about 9 a.m., and the delivery 
commences at 9.15 am. On weekdays 
the service to Fintona is by train, but on 
Sunday no trains are run, and the mails 
are conveyed by a walking postman, leay- 
ing Omagh, where they have been lying, 
as the hon. Member presumes, for some 
hours, at 6 a.m. This is the usual hour 
of departure for rural postmen. The 
Sunday dispatch from Fintona is at 5.10 
p.m. Asa rule rural postmen are allowed 
to return from the terminal point of their 
journeys on Sundays in the forenoon 
about one heur after the completion of 
the delivery. As this postman waits 
eight hours, the inhabitants of Fintona 
have the advantage of an exceptionally 
late despatch. 


(Questions. 


Mr. DILLON: My information is that 
the mails are conveyed by horse and trap. 
Cannot the right hon. Gentleman, bearing 
in mind the importance of this district, 
expedite matters a bit ? 

Mr. HANBURY 


reply in the negative. 


was understood to 


NORTH KERRY POSTAL ARRANGE- 


MENTS. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster - General, 
whether a petition very largely signed by 
the people of Clandouglas, Kilfeighney, 
Pallace, Leam, and other townlands in 
North Kerry, asking for a house-to-house 
delivery of letters, has been received by 


‘ the Secretary of the General Post Office ; 


whether he was aware that great public 
inconvenience is caused by the non- 
delivery of letters in those districts ; and 
whether the request of the petitioners 
will be granted. 

Mr. HANBURY: A _ petition was 
received some time ago asking for a 
delivery of letters, and a delivery is now 
being made throughout the district. At 
Clandouglas, Kilfeighney, and other 
places the delivery takes place every 
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week-day, but at some of the townlands 
it is necessarily restricted to two days a 
week, 


(Questions. 


BELFAST POST OFFICE STAFF. 


| Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
iI beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 


‘sury, as representing the Postmaster- 
General, whether at present there exists 
on the staff of the Belfast Post Office 
three vacancies for provincial clerks in 
charge ; could he explain to the House 
when and under what circumstances these 
vacancies arose, and what was the date of 
the notice exhibited in each of the postal 
and telegraph departments inviting appli- 
cations for these vacancies ; how many 
applications were received from each 
department, and with whom does the 
power of selecting rest ; and what is the 
cause of the delay in making these 
appointments. 


Mr. HANBURY: The answer to the 
first paragraph is in the negative, and 
that covers all the other paragraphs. 


DUNDALK POSTMASTERSHIP. 
Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster-General, with reference to 
the vacancy that at present exists in the 
postmastership of Dundalk, could he state 
when did this vacancy actually arise, and 
what was the date of the official circular 
in which a notice «appeared intimating the 
vacancy, and inviting applications for it ; 
what was the cause of the delay that arose 
from the date of the vacancy arising and 
this notice appearing, and also the delay 
that has since taken place in making the 
appointment ; how many candidates re- 
sponded to the invitation that appeared in 
the official circular in reference to this 
vacancy ; and whether the’ individual 
upon whom the vacancy is conferred will 
draw the salary of the office from the 
date of the retirement of the late post- 
master, or only from the date of his actual 
appointment ; if only the latter, then can 
it be stated what sum, if any, will acrue 
to the Treasury as a saving in respect of 
the cost of the administration of this 
office by reason of the delay in filling the 
vacancy ; and, if generally greater expedi- 
tion can be used in making appointments 
to such vacancies when they arise in the 
future. 
Mr. HANBURY: The vacancy oe- 
eurred on the 23rd of February. It was 


3G 2 
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notified in the Post Office Circular of the 
28th of March. There was no delay, as 


(Juestions. 


the pension of the late postmaster was | 


not awarded till the 3rd of March, and 
the salary had to be revised. There were 
fifty-seven candidates who applied for the 


appointment, and it was necessary, as | 
usual in such cases, for the surveyors to | 
investigate and report upon the claims | 
and qualifications of each of them. An) 


appointment has been made, but the new 
postmaster cannot draw the salary until 
he actually takes up the duty. 
officer acting as postmaster in the mean- 


time will receive half of his own salary | 
and half of the salary of the postmaster, | 


in accordance with the usual rule in such 
cases. 
remain undrawn. 

BALLYMAHON POSTAL ARRANGE- 

MENTS. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
whether it is proposed to change the 
arrangements regarding the mail car 
which at present runs from Ballymahon 
(6.35 a.m.) to Castletown Railway Station, 
Midland and Great Western 
(8.40 a.m.), and couveys the letters posted 
in Ballymahon and neighbourhood be- 
tween 6 p.m. and 10 p.m. on the previous 
evening, which at present reach Dublin 
and England on the day after posting, 
and to substitute therefor a car leaving 
Ballymahon at 3 p.m., which would catch 
the limited mail train for Dublin at 
Castletown, and would land its letters in 
Dublin late for business that day in whole- 
sale houses, and leave Ballymahon with- 
out a post from 6.10 p.m. till 3 p.m. next 
day, so that letters posted at say 6.30 
p.m. wonld not be dispatched for nearly 
twelve hours; aud whether the present 
more convenient arrangement could be 
continued, in accordance with a petition 
presented some days ago to the Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. HANBURY: It has been decided 
to continue the present arrangement, as 
requested in a petition recently addressed 
to the Postmaster-General. 


DELAYS AT 
JUNCTION. 
Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Seere- 
tary of the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster-General, whether he is aware 
that train connections at Limerick June- 


MAIL TRAIN LIMERICK 
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The | 


The balance of these salaries will | 


Railway | 
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| tion failed no less than 14 times during 
‘the months between June and December, 
1898, causing a great public incon- 
| venience in the delay of Her Majesty’s 
| mails in several portions of the South of 
|Ireland; whether the Waterford and 
Limerick Railway Company, at the 
request of the Post Office, have consented 
to delay the departure of these trains for 
20 minutes beyond the usual time, so as 
'to remedy this public grievance; and, 
whether information can be given as to 
the number of times during the years 
1898 and 1899 the connections at 
Limerick Junction failed owing to the 
late arrival of the trains on the Great 
Southern and Western system. 

Mr. HANBURY: The Waterford, 
| Limerick and Western Railway Company 
| have agreed to detain their train for 20 
minutes, if necessary, to maintain the 
connection, but the train from Dublin 
is occasionally more than 20 min- 
utes late in arrival. Between June and 
December, 1898, the connection failed 17 
times. During 1898 the connection 
failed 19 times, and it has failed six times 
this year. 


ENNISKILLEN P< ST-( IF FICE. 

Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, $.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster-General, 
if the plans and specifications for the new 
post-office in Enniskillen have yet been 
finished by the Irish Board of Works, and 
approved by the Postal authorities ; if so, 
have tenders for the erection of the build- 
ing been taken; and, if not, when will 
the authorities advertise for such tenders. 

Mr. HANBURY: The plans of the 
new post office at Enniskillen have been 
approved, and the working drawings and 
specifications have been completed. The 
quantities are being taken out, and the 
Board of Public Works expect to be in a 
position to advertise for tenders in about 
a month, 


WEST CAVAN TRAMWAYS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury whether he can 
state to the House if any relief has been 
afforded to the taxpayers of West Cavan 
by the operation of the Tramways 
Amendment Act passed in 1895 ; whether 
the Board of Works or the Treasury have 
received the last report of the auditors of 
this line ; and, whether, as the guarantee 
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given will soon expire, it is the intention 
of Her Majesty’s Government to afford 
relief to the cesspayers by releasing them 
from the guarantee. 


Questions. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Treasury more 
than three years ago expressed its 
readiness to commute, under the Act of 
1895 referred ta, its liability upon the 
Cavan, Leitrim, and Roscommon line ; but 
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| would probably give rise to serious com- 
|/plaint on the part of some of the 
residents, and such an alteration could 


not be made unless ample evidence were 


Questions. 


| 
| 
| 


}adduced that it would give general 
| satisfaction. The existing post to 


| : 
| Lanesborough does not pay its expenses, 


| and for this reason a second service on 
week days or a Sunday service is not 
warranted. 


we have heard nothing on the subject | 


since then from the company or from the | 
Relief has, however, been given | 
to the ratepayers by the cancellation of | 


county. 


shares amounting to £13,690 upon 
redemption of the Government Loan 
in 1896 ; and I understand that further 
relief will be given under Section 58 (4) 
of the Local Government Act, 1898. We 
have the audited accounts to 1st Novem- 
ber last. The guarantee is perpetual, not 
terminable. 


LANESBOROUGH POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster-General, whether he is 
aware that complaints have been received 
from some of the inhabitants of Lanes- 
borough in reference to the defective 
postal and telegraphic arrangements, 
alleging that the arrangements are in- 
ferior to those which existed in the place 
a century ago; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of improving 
them by the establishment of a telegraph 
oftice and a postal delivery in connection 
with the mail each morning from either 
Roscommon or Longford, which would 
enable English and “‘ Cross Post” local 
letters to be received on the day after 
being posted, instead of two days as is | 
the case at present. | 

Mr. HANBURY: I shall be obliged if | 
the hon. Member can give me fuller in- | 
formation as to the better telegraphic | 
arrangements which are stated to have ex- 
isted in the exceptional village a century 
ago. Atelegraph office was offered under 
guarantee in November last, and the 
Postmaster-General will be happy to have 
the extension carried out as soon as the 
terms are accepted. The mail car for 
Lanesborough now leaves Longford at 
6 a.m., but it could not be despatched 
until 9.50 a.m. if it were to await the 
arrival of the English mail. The later 
delivery which would result from the 
later despatch of the car from Longford 





BALLYDUFF POSTAL ARRANGE- 
MENTS. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Sec- 
retary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster - General, whether he is 
aware that a petition, largely signed by 
residents in the Ballydutf postal district 
of the county of Kerry, was presented to 
the Postmaster-General, praying for a 
Sunday delivery of letters, a money 
order office, and either telegraphic or 
telephonic facilities ; and will he explain 
why, seeing that all the surrounding 
villages and towns are in the enjoyment 
of those benefits, the application of the 
memorialists of the Ballydutf district has 
been so long delayed from getting equal 
facilities in Post Office affairs. 

Mr. HANBURY: A _ petition was 
received early last year, asking for a 
Sunday delivery of letters and a money 
order office, but there is no trace of any 
application for the establishment of tele- 
graphic or telephonic facilities. A money 
order office was established at Ballyduff, 
under guarantee, about a year ago, but a 
Sunday post could not be sanctioned, 
because the existing service on weekdays 
was found to be unremunerative, and 
additional expense for affording a Sunday 
service is therefore not warranted. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is not the money 
order office one merely in imagination ? 
Cannot the right hon. Gentleman consult 
the convenience of —— 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member is proceeding to argue the 
question. 


IRISH SCHOOL TEACHERS’ PENSION 


FUND 
Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland on what grounds assistant 
national school teachers in Ireland are 
compelled to pay the increased premiums 
towards the pension fund, although they 








1495 (Questions. 
receive no portion of the arrears fee 
grant ; and whether class salaries will be 
given to the assistant teachers, in order 
to enable them to meet the increased pre- 
miums which they are compelled to pay. 

THe CHIEF SECRETARY — For 
IRELAND (Mr. G. W. BaAtrour, Leeds 
Central): The increised premiums now 
paid by assistant teachers, as well as by 
principals, have been fixed by the 
National Teachers’ Superannuation De- 
partment under rules operative from 1st 
January, 1898. It is not intended to pay 
assistant teachers the salaries attaching to 
their class in order to enable them to meet 
the higher pension premiums. 


IRISH GUARDIANS AND LABOURERS’ 
COTTAGES. 

Mr. GIBNEY (Meath, N.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland under what order 
the Local Government Board have decided 
that a district councillor who takes a 
labourer’s cottage from the guardians 
becomes disqualified; and is a landlord 
who makes a letting to the guardians also 
disqualified. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The decision 
referred to in the first paragraph is based 
on the provisions contained in Section 12, 
Sub-section 4 (e) of the Application of 
Enactments Order, 1898. As regards the 
second paragraph, the reply would be 
determined by the kind of letting to the 
guardians. 


CARRYING FIREARMS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. HAYDEN: I beg te ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland whether he is aware that a 
man named Patrick Costello, living in 
Carmaska, near Strollestown, County of 
Roscommon, who is under police protec- 
tion and was recently licensed to use a 
revolver, wantonly fired at three men in 
that district on the night of 18th May as 
they were going to their homes from 
Strollestown ; and whether the Govern- 
ment contemplate taking any action in 
his case. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The oceur- 
rence to which the question presumably 
refers took place at 11 o’clock on the 
night of 11th May. It appears that 
Costello, against whom there has been 
much ill-feeling, and who has received 
considerable annoyance, found four or 
five men close to his house, one of whom 
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threw a stone at Costello, whereupon he 
discharged a shot in the air from his 
revolver. These men were unknown to 
Costello, who reported the occurrence to 
the police on 13th May. The persons 
alleged to have been fired at have made 
no complaint, and are also unknown to 
the police ; but if they will come forward 
and make statements to the police the 
matter will be further investigated. 

TYRONE COUNTY COUNCIL 

COLLECTOR. 

Mr. HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland is he aware that 
Wiliam M‘Farland, of Glencoppagh, 
Plumbridge, in the County of Tyrone, in 
the division of North Tyrone, who has 
been a paid registration inspector to the 
North Tyrone Unionist Registration 
Association for a considerable number of 
years, has been appointed as rate collector 
by the Tyrone County Council for the 
electoral divisions of Lislea, Loughash, 
Plumbridge, Stranagalivilly, and Moyle, 
the first four of which was part of his 
inspection district as such political agent, 
and that the Local Government Board of 
Ireland has sanctioned this appointment. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The Tyrone 
County Council have submitted a scheme 
for the collection of the poor rate in their 
county, in which they propose to appoint 
Mr. M‘Farland, an existing cess collector, 
who has expressed his willingness to 
serve, to collect the rates in the electoral 
divisions mentioned in the question. 
The scheme submitted by the County 
youneil requires modification in certain 
particulars, and has not yet been 
sanctioned by the Local Government 
Board. The Board have no information 
relative to Mr. M‘Farland’s connection 
with a political association ; but if the 
facts are as stated they would probably 
require him to resign the office of regis- 
tration agent before proceeding to further 
entertain the question of his appointment 
as poor rate collector. 


RATE 


JUDICIAL RENTS IN IRELAND. 

Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary tothe Lord Lieutenant of Ire- 
land if he is aware that average reduc- 
tion of first and second term judicial 
rents in Ireland is, roughly speaking, 
between 30 and 40 per cent. less than the 
old rents; and whether, seeing that 
| there are a very large number of tenants 
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in Ireland who are in the position of 
future tenants, either through eviction 
or from other causes over which they have 
no control, and that all such tenants are 
debarred from any benefits under the 
Land Law (Ireland) Acts, Her Majesty’s 
Government will introduce legislation to 
give equal treatment to all classes of 
tenants in Ireland. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The figures 
in the first paragraph are substantially 
accurate. In reply to the second para- 
graph, it is not quite correct to say that 
all such tenants are debarred from any 
benefits under the Land Law Acts. It is 
not intended to introduce further legisla- 
tion as suggested. 


Mr. FLAVIN: How can a future 
tenant pay arent which is 30 per cent. 
more than that paid by existing tenants ? 


THE SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


DEATH OF ANNE FINEGAN, 
CORMARY. 

Mr. MACALEESE : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireland if he can now state the specific 
grounds upon which it was decided not 
to hold an inquest in the case of the 
woman Finegan, whe died on the day 
following certain eviction proceedings at 
her house at Cormary, near Newbliss, 
which proceedings were conducted by the 
agent and bailiffs of Lord Rossmore. 
Was the doctor employed by Lord Ross- 
more’s agent to certify to the woman’s 
fitness for removal a properly qualified 
medical man, and, if so, where does he 
regularly practise ; were any police pre- 
sent, and did the officer in charge remon- 
strate with Lord Rossmore’s agent; and, 
as the belief is general in the district 
that the woman’s death was hastened by 
the conduct of the evicting party, will an 
inquest be yet held in this important case. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The question 
of holding an inquest in this case did not 
arise for consideration. As I have already 
pointed out, the woman was not evicted 
or disturbed by the landlord’s agent, and 
she died, not on the day following the 
visit of the agent, but three days after- 
wards. The deceased had been ailing for 
the past twelve months, during the last 
two of which she was confined to her bed ; 
herdeath had been expected some time 
previously by her own brother, and the 
police did not in the circumstances con- 
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sider it-necessary to report the death to 
the Coroner. I understand that the 
medical gentleman referred to in the 
second paragraph is properly qualified. I 
cannot say where he practises. There 
were two police present at the time ; the 
woman was not removed, and they did 
not remonstrate with the agent. The 
police have no reason to think that the 
belief is general in the district that the 
woman’s death was hastened by the 
action of the agent and his bailiffs. It is 
not intended to hold an inquest, as 
suggested. 


Questions. 


SYLVESTER DWYER. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he has received a resolu- 
tion passed unanimously by the Guardians 
of the Killarney Union, praying for the 
release of Sylvester Dwyer, a prisoner at 
present confined in Maryborough Prison ; 
and whether, seeing that Sylvester Dwyer 
has now been in prison close on 18 years, 
Her Majesty’s Government could order 
his release after such a lengthened punish- 
ment. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: The resolu- 
tion referred to has been received. The 
case of this prisoner was considered by 
the Lords Justices so recently as the 15th 
instant, when it was decided that the law 
should take its course. The term of penal 
servitude to which he was sentenced was 
18 years, and he completed 11} years of 
his sentence on the 6th instant. 


Mr. FLAVIN : Why was not the same 
clemency extended to this man as was 
extended to Lord Kenmare’s bailiff ? 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I cannot add 
anything to my answer. 


RAILWAY COMMUNICATION IN 
DONEGAL. 

Mr. T. D. SULLIVAN (Donegal, W.): 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he has re- 
ceived a copy ofa resolution lately passed 
by the District Council of Dunfanaghy, 
county Donegal, in which he is thanked 
for the interest he has taken in the de- 
velopment of railway communication in 
that county, and requested to expedite as, 
far as possible the opening of the works 
on the Letterkenny and Burton Port line, 
with a view. to affording employment to 
the labouring classes, which is much 
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needed at this time ; and whether he will | 
be pleased to comply with the request of | 
the Council in this matter. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have re- 
ceived a copy of the resolution referred to 
in the question. I understand that the 
contractors for the line are on the ground 
to-day for the purpose of commencing 
work. 


Questions. 


MULLINGAR ASYLUM. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether any steps have been 
taken to ascertain or check the recent ex- 
peniiture on buildings in Mullingar 
Asylum; whether in many cases the 
Governors were never consulted, but 
simply ordered to get these works done 
by the Board of Control; and whether, 
in cases where, under the 76th Section of 
the Local Government Act, county coun- 
cils amalgamate unions for the purposes 
of creating auxiliary asylums, the county 
which withdraws its pauper lunatics from 
Mullingar Asylum will still have to con- 
tinue to pay off the building charges in- 
curred. 

Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: A financial 
statement of the expenditure on buildings 
atthe Mullingar Asylum is being prepared, 
and will be forwarded to the Asylum 
Committee. The Board of Control has 
not in any case ordered the Governors to 
undertake works at this asylum, and in 
no case have works been carried out with- 
out previous conference or consultation 
with the Governors, and without obtain- 
ing their general approval of the works. 
In the event of a county council establish- 
ing an auxiliary asylum under the enact- 
ment referred to, such auxiliary asylum 
would be exclusively appropriated to 
chronic harmless lunatics. While this 
arrangement would tend to relieve the 
congestion of the county asylum and | 
facilitate the classification of curable and 
incurable cases, it would in no way affect 
the liability of the county for the main- 


tenance of its county asylum or the debts | 


and liabilities already incurred by the 
county in respect of the asylum. 

GUN LICENCES IN IRELAND. 
- Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 


the Chief Secretary to the Lord "Lieuten- | 


ant of Ireland whether he is aware that | 
Mr. Francis Egan, of Elfeet Burke, parish | 
of Newtowncashel, county Longford, ap- 
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| plied on three occasions for a gun licence 


' tinues to refuse it; and whether, 
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to enable him to keep a gun for the 
| destruction of vermin on his. farm ; that 
four local magistrates and the police were 
in favour of his application, but that Mr, 
J. M. Kilkelly, the resident magistrate, 
refused this reasonable request, and con- 
in view 
of the fact that Mr. Egan has recently 
been elected a county councillor for 


‘Longford, and is a man of unblemished 
| character, 


he will recommend the Lord 
Lieutenant to issue a licence to him. 


Mr. G. W. BALFOUR: I have made 
inquiry into this matter and, so far as I 
can gather, the facts are not quite as 
represented in the question. Licences to 
keep firearms are not issued by the Lord 
Lieutenant, but | would suggest that if 
Mr. Egan were to renew his application 
for a licence the licensing officer would 
perhaps further consider it. 

STEAM TRAWLING OFF THE DUBLIN 
COAST. 

Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): I 

beg to ask the Attorney-General for Ire- 


_land, with reference to the illegal destruc- 


tion of fishermen’s nets and lines by steam 
trawlers off the Dublin coast, wili he in- 
stitute a prosecution against the owners 
or crew of the Jackdaw, of Hull, and the 
Peter Johnston, of Aberdeen, for that 
offence, if evidence implicating either is 
forthcoming. 


*THE ATTORNEY GENERAL for 
Ireland (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): The answer to this question is in 
the affirmative. I may mention, however, 
that the owner of one of the trawlers 
compensated a fisherman for damage done 
to his nets. 


THE BOARD OF EDUCATION BILL. 

Mr. STEVENSON : I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury ‘when he in- 
tends to proceed with the Board of Educa- 
tion Bill. 


THE FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
Aeg: Hie A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
EF.) : I am afraid I can give no pledge at 


‘all as to on what day we shall be able 


to proceed with this Bill. 


COLONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 
'Epping): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man be able to give us some idea to- 


| morrow ? 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The business 
for this week is settled. 
the session it is hard to say, looking far 
ahead, on what particular day a special 
Bill will be taken. 


THE TELEPHONE BILL. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his attention has been called to 
the fact that the Private Bills relating to 
telephonic communication introduced at 
the beginning of the session are still 
waiting for Second Reading pending pro- 
ceedings on the Government Telegraphs 
(Telephonic Communication, ec.) Bill; 
and whether he can now state when it is 
proposed to bring on that measure. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the Private 
Legislation Procedure (Scotland) Bill is not 
finished to-night—and I hope it will be 
the Bill the hon. Member refers to will 
be the second Order to-morrow ; it will be 
the first Order if the Scotch Bill is 
finished to-night. 


THE LAKES OF KILLARNEY. 

Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether £90,600 
has been realised by the sale of quit and 
Crown rents in Ireland between the years 
1891 and 1897, and since 1864 nearly a 
quarter of million has been obtained from 
this source: and whether these moneys 
are being used for the purchase of estates 
in Great Britain; if whether the 
Government would be prepared to appro- 
priate a portion of this Irish fund, which 
is being withdrawn from Ireland at the 
rate of about £12,000 a year, for the 
purchase of the Muckross demesne at 
Killarney as a national park. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. Gen- 
tleman’s statement of figures is, I believe, 
quite correct: but Ido not think it is a 
matter which could be made a question 
as between the expenditure of Imperial 
‘money in Ireland and the expenditure of 
Imperial money in England. None of the 
money which has come from the sources 
referred to by the hon. Gentleman has 
been expended in England upon public 
parks, nor has any public money ever 
been expended, so far as I know, on pub- 
lic parks outside the metropolitan area. 
The policy of purchasing a public park so 
far from any great centre of population, 
and of a character which would probably 
produce very little value to the public 


So, 
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during many of the winter months of the 
year, is very doubtful indeed. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): Is the right hon. Gentleman aware 
that a portion of the money referred to 
has been spent on the stabling of Royal 
parks ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir, I am 
not aware of that, but it may be true, and 
I will make inquiries. 


CYPRUS. 

Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington) : I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, in the Votes in Supply, he will 
arrange that there shall be an opportunity 
for discussing Cyprus, Grant in Aid (Civil 
Services, Class V., Vote 4). 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
can give no pledge to my hon. friend of 
the character he desires. 


THE HOME OFFICE VOTE, 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
upon what day he proposes to take the 
Home Office Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: As the hon, 
Gentleman is aware, the Supply arrange- 
meuts for next Thursday and Friday have 
already been communicated to the House. 
I think it would be inexpedient to go be- 
yond that. 


BARRACKS LOAN BILL. 
Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury, when the Barracks Loan Bill 
will be introduced. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I hope to take 
the resolution required in introducing 
this Bill on Wednesday, and in fact the 
Bill itself will be moved by my hon. 
friend the Under Secretary for War on 
that day. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (GOVERN- 
MENT BUSINESS). 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It certainly 
will be no matter of surprise, and I hope, 
too, no matter of regret in any part of the 
House, that I rise at this accustomed 
period of the session to ask the House to 
give the Government further facilities for 
the conduct of such legislation as it may 
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be enabled to pass during the remainder 
of the session. All the pressure, indeed, 
that has reached me has been in the other 
direction, as the Notice Paper has shown 
day by day, and even to-day the questions 
indicate the anxiety of the House to pro- 
ceed with certain Government Bills which 
have already been introduced. I have 
noticed in the newspapers mention of a 
rumour that there is a sort of general an- 
ticipation pervading the House that the 
session would have an end about July 25, 
and that at that unprecedented date we 
would be able to occupy ourselves in a 
manner more suitable to the season. I 
am afraid, Sir, that estimate never had 
any substantial foundation, nor do I think 
anybody could have conceived it possible 
that we should anticipate to any serious 
extent the date on which, during the last 
four years, we have been able to separate. 
I hope that date will not be exceeded, but 
I certainly cannot promise the House that 
we shall be able to shorten matters so that 
we shall be able to separate in the course 
of next month, or even in the first week 
of August. Ido not propose to give an 
exact programme of what we hope to pass, 
because that would be impossible ; nor 
has any one in my position, at this 
period of the session, ever attempted such 
a task. Nor, again, do I need to read 
through the list of Government Orders on 
the Paper, but I may just mention those 
Bills which are, I think, somewhat loosely 
defined by the name of departmental 
measures. Taking the Order Book of to- 
day, and following the order therein, the 
first is the Telephone Bill, which has not 
yet reached the Second Reading, and 
which, I hope, may reach the Second 
Reading to-morrow night. There is the 
Board of Education Bill, which has 
already passed the Lords and awaits 
the Second Reading. There is the 
Private Legislation Procedure (Scotland) 
Bill, of which, I trust, we may be able to 
make a finish to-night; in any case, I, 
confidently expect we shall be able to 
make very substantial progress with it. 
There is, next, the Colonial Loans Fund 
Bill, which ought to pass, and ought 
to be followed by a_ Bill based 
upon it, which will ask the House 
to consent to loans in particular cases. 
The House will remember that the 
Colonial Loans Fund Bill merely lays 
down the general outlines of the scheme 
for specific loans, and we think that that 
Bill ought not only to pass, but, as a. 
Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


{COMMONS} 


the House. 


matter of fact, there are certain specific 
loans we ought to have the authority of 
the House to make before the session 
closes. There is the Parish Churches 
(Seotland) Bill, which has passed the 
Lords and not yet been read a second 
time ; there is the Small Houses ( Acquisi- 
tion of Ownership) Bill, which has reached 
the Report stage ; the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Bill, which has reached the Report 
stage; and two Irish Bills—the Agriculture 
and Technical Instruction Bill and the 
Tithe Rent-charge Bill—which, I am sorry 
to say, have not yet passed their Second 
Reading ; and then, finally, there is the 
Money-Lending Bill, which has already 
passed the Lords, but has made no _pro- 
gress in this House. I do not believe 
that this list will be materially added to, 
except in certain particulars which I will 
mention. There are three more Bills 
which, as the House is aware, we mean to 
introduce and deal with in the course of 
the session. There is the Military Works 
Bill, the Clerical Tithe Bill, and the Naval 
Works Bill. There are also Bills of my 
right hon. friend the Home Secretary, 
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among them one making — further 
amendments in the Factory Acts. 


There is, in addition to these, a 
Bill which has not yet been announced to 
the House, and which the House, I think, 
will not describe as contentious, and that 
is a Bill for completing the arrangements 
for taking over the Niger Company. The 
present position of affairs on the Niger 
has led to many embarrassments which I 
think ought to be put an end to. The 
present is a transitional and purely pro- 
visional state of things, and ought to be 
terminated as soon as possible. This 
measure, therefore, will have to be passed 
before the end of the session. That is 
the last item in the list of non-depart- 
mental measures which it is very desirable 
to pass. I do not, of course, say that all 
these measures will, as a matter of fact, 
pass into law before we separate, but I 
hope very substantial progress will be 
made with the list which I have just read 
to the House. I do not think I need 
justify the proposal which enables us to 
take Tuesdays and Wednesdays hence- 
forth for carrying out this legislation. It 
has always been anticipated about this 
period, and even before, that that course 
will be taken, and I think private Mem- 
bers will be anxious to do all they can to 
help the Government to deal with the 
legislation which still remains, and which 
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we can justly claim should be passed. In 


these circumstances I think I should he | 
wasting the time of the House if [ said | 


more to induce it to pass the Resolution. 
I beg to move the Resolution which stands 
in my name. 

Motion made and Question proyosed, 
“That for the remainder of the session 
Government business do have precedence 
on Tuesday and Wednesday, and that the 
provisions of Standing Order 56 be ex- 
tended to all the days of the week.’—- 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour). 

Stir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The Resolution 
which the right hon. Gentleman has 
proposed is in accordance with recent 
practice, and I do not imagine that there 
will be any large number of Members in 
the House who will be disposed to refuse 
to the Government the facilities they ask 
for in the circumstances. But I think it 
right to lay down at once what hitherto 
has always been prescribed as a condition 
for this provisional facility being given to 
the Government at this time of the year, 
and that is, that they should not use the 
power so allowed to them for the purpose 
of introducing any fresh contentious 
measure likely to occupy much time and 
to raise deep controversies in the House, 
The list of measures which the right hon. 
Gentleman has gone over contains many 
Bills with which we are tolerably familiar, 
and there are some which there is a 
general desire to pass with as_ little 
trouble as possible. I anticipate that 
that will be the case with the Seottish 
Private Procedure Bill, as to which we 
see some method of arranging the differ- 
ences of opinion which have hitherto 
existed. But the right hon. Gentiemen 
named four new subjects. I think one 
was called the Barracks Loan Bill—a Bill 
which is announced in supplement, as it 
were, of the Army Estimates, and which 
was promised at the beginning of the 
session. Well, Sir, the only comment I 
would make, and the only objection I 
would raise to the introduction of that 
Bill is not that it ought not to be intro- 
duced now, but that it ought to have been 
introduced a good many weeks if not 
months ago, because when it was 
announced the Government surely must 
have had not only a general but a very 
close conception of what the nature of 
this Bill would be, and I think it is due 
to the House and to those who take an 
interest in military questions that they 
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should have a longer time to consider the 


details of this Bill than the few weeks 
which now stand between us and the 
Prorogation of Parliament. As to the 
Factories Bill, that will probably be a 
measure in a direction of which we all 
approve, but we must wait until we see it. 
In regard to the Bill for taking over the 
Niger Company, I would also say that 
there is a large possibility—-I am _ speak- 
ing entirely in the dark as to what the 
Bill may contain—but I think, if it con- 
tains any complications whatever, there 
is a considerable possibility of a differ- 
ence of opinion. The right hon. Gentle- 
man named, in a somewhat cool and calm 
manner, another Bill as if it was an old 
acquaintance that we were familiar with, 
and to which we already were committed 
—namely, the Clerical Tithes Bill. I can 
only say that if the right hon. Gentleman 
thinks that a Bill dealing with clerical 
tithes in any way almost, but especially a 
Bill relieving them from any burdens ta 
which they are now subject—if he thinks 
that a Bill of that kind can pass through 
the House in the few weeks of July and 
part of August, he is totally mistaken. 
And there is another particular process 
which it may be sought to apply to this 
measure, to which I should, for my part, 
take great objection. We know that clerical 
influences are clamouring at the door 
of the Government. We know that 
from the papers and other sources. | Is it 
possible that this is a Bill intended to 
be introduced in order to shut the mouths 
of the clergy, and at the same time intro- 
duced in such a manner that there will be 
a good excuse for saying to them, “ My 
good gentlemen, we have done all we 
could for you, but a wicked Opposition 
and the stupid arrangements for the con- 
duct of Parliamentary business compelled 
us to forego the infinite pleasure we should 
have felt in doing something”? Ido not 
think that the House of Commons should 
be treated to a performance of that sort, 
and if the right hon. Gentleman brings in 
a Bill—I do not say I hope it will pass— 
at least I hope that he will bring it in 
with the intention of its passing, because 
I think it would be more befitting his 
own dignity and the dignity of this House 
and of Parliament that he should bring it 
in with that intention. But in any case 
I should strongly advise the right hon. 
Gentleman, if he does not wish to keep us 
sitting here until an advanced period of the 
year, not to meddle with this measure atall. 
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It is not only that it would be discussed 
at great length and with great detail in 
all its stages, but I am afraid that the fact 
of its being announced, of its looming on 
the horizon, may induce hon. Members to 
take a minute and painstaking interest in 
all the other business, which would not 
conduce to the rapid advancement of the 
legislation of the session. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will take my warn- 
ing, which is not a mere accidental ex- 
pression of my own opinion, for I am per- 
fectly certain it conveys not only the 
feeling but the purpose of nine-tenths of 
the Members on this side of the House, 
and possibly of some others. I hope that 
he will take that into consideration when 
he thinks of proceeding with this Bill 
during this session. Otherwise, as I have 
said, I think he has not proposed anything 
which is calculated to startle and alarm 
us, and under the circumstances I am dis- 
posed to think that the House ought to 
afford him the facilities he asks for. 


Business of 


Str CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester, 
Forest of Dean): In every word that 
has fallen from the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition I am disposed to concur, but there 
is one subject as to which I wish to say a 
few words. It is a matter to whicha 
great deal of attention has been given in 
this portion of the House—I refer to the 
Factories and Workshops Bill, which it 
has been announced is to be introduced 
at this terribly late period of the session, 
although it was promised, long before the 
Queens Speech was delivered, that it 
would be one of the principal measures of 
the session. We had two speeches made 
by Cabinet Ministers in which they 
appealed for the confidence of the work- 
ing classes of the country, on the ground 
that next to the London Government 
Bill a Factories and Workshops Bill 
would be one of the chief measures of the 
session. I cannot but fear that the fact 
of keeping back this Bill till so late a 
period means either that it will not be 
passed or that it will be cut down to the 
narrowest possible limits. I am bound 
to say that I should object more strongly 
to the latter of the two alternatives than 
to the former, because if the Bill is only 
intended to deal with two or three 
points it will be a great disappointment 
to the country. If, on the other hand, it 
is to be a large Bill, then I fear the 
Government do not intend to go on with 


it, because they would not have the time 


Sir H, Campbell-Bannerman. 
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the House. 


necessary to carry it this year ; and I, for 
one, would sooner have from them a dis- 
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‘tinct and clear promise that they will 


really make it one of the principal mea- 
sures next session, instead of cutting it 
down to a mere shred in order to pass it 
this year. It has always been spoken of 
as a very important measure. The Home 
Secretary has stated that there is a very 
large Bill in preparation, and has made it 
an excuse for the delay in producing the 
annual report of the Chief Inspector of 
Workshops, with the result that we 
shall have no material for a Home 
Oftice Debate this session. Now I would 
like to point out that the Standing Com- 
mittees on Trade and Law have been idle 
during the greater part of this session. 
One has had before it the Food and Drugs 
Bill, and the other has had hardly any 
work at all. If it is now intended to 
revive the work of these Committees for 
the purpose of passing the Factories and 
Workshops Bill, there will be great diffi- 
culty at this period of the session in 
obtaining a quorum, and I am afraid the 
result will be that the Bill will have to be 
cut down to the very narrowest limits. 
Would it not be better to make the best 
of a bad job, and have a thoroughly good 
Bill next year ¢ There is only one other 
matter I will touch upon. The Govern- 
ment, during the last three or four years, 
have steadily declined, under pressure 
from all parts of the House, to find time 
at this period of the session for private 
Members’ Bills. But there is a rumour 
that it is the intention of the Govern- 
ment to give some of the time which we 
are placing at their disposal to the con- 
sideration of a hotly opposed private 
Members’ Bill—the Service Franchise 
Bill, which was extended into a large 
measure by an Amendment carried in a 
very thin House, which Amendment was 
subsequently defeated in a fairly full 
House by a majority of only 17. In view 
of the declarations of Irish Members in 
regard to this Bill, I think we should have 
some understanding from the Government 
that they are not going to devote any 
time to it. 


Mr DILLON (Mayo,E.): Whenamotion 
of thiskind is submitted to the House one is 
entitled to ask for some satisfactory state- 
ment as to what the Government intend 
to do with the time they ask the House 
to give them. ‘The list of Bills which the 
right hon. Gentleman read out, and upon 
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which he based his statement for demand- 
ing the time of the House, includes three 
Irish Bills, all of them very important 
Bills and raising important questions of 
principle. I desire to take this oppor- 
tunity of once more protesting against the 
conduct of the Government in introducing 
two of their Irish Bills this session 
under the Ten-Minutes Rule, especially in 
view of the fact that the Government 
have done less business than I ever re- 
member during the 15 years I have been 
in the House. I think the Irish Members 
have very good ground for complaining 
that the Irish business, such as it is this 
session, has been treated with such scant 
courtesy up to the present period of the 
session. Isay thatno one of those Billscould 
decently have been introduced under the 
Ten-Minutes Rule, and that such a 
course Is an outrageous abuse in the case 
of one of those Bills. The first of the 
Irish Bills—the Agriculture and Tech- 
nical Instruction Bill—has been promised 
every year since the present Government 
took office. It is a Bill raising very large 
and very broad and issues of 
various kinds, because it proposes to create 
a new Irish Minister. Of course, I should 
not be in order in attempting to deal, 
even in the most cursory way, with the 
details of the Bill, but it is a Bill of first- 
class importance, and yet we have been 
unable to obtain from the Government 
the probable date on which it will be taken ; 
and now, when we are within about six 
weeks of the end of the session, we have 
not received a hint as to when 
we may expect this Bill to be sub- 
mitted for “discussion. I think we are 
entitled to demand from the Government 
that abundant time shall be given for the 
discussion of this Bill on Second Reading, 
and still fuller discussion in Committee. 
I would infinitely prefer that this Bill 
should be postponed until next session, 
and then taken at a proper period of the 
session, rather than that an attempt should 
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issues 


‘be made to shuffle it through at the tail 


end of the session and force a totally un- 
satisfactory settlement of this question. 
I believe and feel convineed that in that 
view I have the of the vast 
majority of Irishmen of all sections. 
Turning to the other Bills, [ am entitled 
to ask whether the Charitable Loans 
Bill—a Bill of vital importance to a very 
large section of the people of the North of 
Ireland—is to be dropped out altogether. 
I think the Government ought to say 


suppe ret 
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| frankly whether they propose to go on 
| with that Bill this session or not. Now 
I come to the third of the Irish Bills, 
an all-important Bill, and I earnestly 
and respectfully invite the attention 
of the Liberal Party to this Bill, and 
to its connection with the Clerical Tithe 
3ill, which we are informed the Govern- 
ment intend to introduce. It appears 
it is impossible for the Government to 
allow one session to go by without putting 
their hands into the public purse to scatter 
largess among their supporters in Great 
Britain and Ireland. While they are 
about to propose some measure of 
relief to the clergy in England, they 
also intend to seize upon a large portion 
of the Tithe Fund and_ distribute 
it among the landlords in Ireland. As 
the Leader of the Opposition has indicated 
that possibly, if the Clerical Tithes 
3ill is introduced, the Liberal Party 
may be incited to take a great interest in 


_ other Bills, I respectfully invite them to 


turn their attention to the Irish Tithes 
Bill. They will find it very contentions 
as well as interesting, and they will be 
doing a service to Ireland if they study 
the subject and give some attention to 
it. I think we might expect from the 
Chief Secretary some different treatment 
to the very curt statement we have 
received in reference to this Bill up to 
the present. With reference to Supply, 
what is the condition of things at the 
present moment ? Twenty days is the num- 
ber allotted for Supply under the new Rule. 
On the 19th of June, 14 out of the 20 
days had gone, and the Government have 
taken only 57 out of a total of 147 Votes 
on Supply. Among the Votes still to be 
disposed of is the Foreign Office Vote ; some 
of the next most important are the Army 
and Navy Votes and the Colonial Office 
Vote. The First Lord has kindly con- 
sented to give two days this week for 
Irish Supply. I have had oecasion to point 
out more than once that those respon- 
sible for the time of the House have not 
dealt favourably with Irish Supply. In 
the first year of the new Rule four days, 
and in later years three days, and 
now only two days. IL venture to say 
that this year Irish Supply — will 
demand more time than in any year 
since this Government came into office. 
There is, first of all,. the Vote for law 
charges ; then there is the Local Govern- 
ment Board Vote, which, owing to the 
Act of last. year, will have to be discussed 
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at length. There is the Queen’s College 
Vote, which should be discussed at con- 
siderable length, inasmuch as no Amend- 
ment to the Address was moved on the 
Catholic University Question. There is, 
further, the Law Charges Vote and 
the Constabulary Vote, and then there 
is a question which will undoubtedly be 
discussed at considerable length on 
the Industrial Schools Grant. That 
Grant used to be passed without a word, 
but this year it will lead to a long Debate. 
Then there is the Chief Secretary’s Salary, 
and the Board of Works Vote. Here 
we have eight Votes in Irish Supply, upon 
which inevitably there will be very con- 
siderable discussion. I desire to point 
out that, in justice to Irish Members, a 
fair portion of the time now placed at the 
disposal of the Government ought to be 
given for the discussion of the important 
measures I have mentioned. I further 
desire to support the demand that time 
should be allowed for the discussion of the 
Cyprus Vote. With other hon. Members, 
I have taken great interest in the con- 
dition of Cyprus, and we are anxious there 
should be a discussion this year, because 
a Convention is on the eve of being con- 
cluded with the Sultan of Turkey for the 
conversion and settlement of the Debt, to 
the payment of the interest on which the 
Cyprus tribute is devoted. We think 
that those interested should have a fair 
opportunity of discussing this, because we 
are anxious that the benefits of the con- 
version should go to Cyprus, and not to 
France, Germany, or any other Power. 


Sir BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich): I desire to ask the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House 
to give an opportunity for the Service 
Franchise Bill to pass. The right hon. 
Gentleman opposite who referred to this 
Bill has done all that he possibly could to 
obstruct it. He is, I may say, practically 
the only Member really obstructing the 
Bill. On the 25th March the Bill was 
carried by a majority of 100, 188 voting 
for the Bill, whereas he and his supporters 
only numbered &8&. The Bill at this 
moment is in exactly the condition in 
which it was introduced. It is a very 
important Bill, and one which will be 
welcomed by thousands of men who 
ought to have votes given them. I may 
say that a worse obstruction than this 
Bill has met with from the hands of the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite has never 


Sir H. Camplbell-Rannerman. 
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‘occurred to any Bill. 
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I do not oppose 
the Government taking next Wednesday, 
although this Bill would have been first 
Order on that day, because I feel that the 
Government will realise the importance 
of the Bill, and the strong support it has 
in the country at large. I trust the 
Government may “star” the Bill, and 
allow it to be again proceeded with. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): Before 
the right hon. Gentleman answers the 
various questions which have been put to 
him, I shou!d like to ask whether he can 
state when he proposes to take the Board 
ot Education Bill, and, if he cannot state 
that now, whether he will give some days’ 
notice before he proposes to take the 
Second Reading. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.) : 
There is a notice on the Paper for the 
appointment of a Select Committee to 
consider the subject of municipal trading. 
The right hon. Gentleman did not men- 
tion that subject in his remarks, and I 
wish to ask whether it is the intention of 
the Government to appoint that Com- 
mittee, for I understand there will be some 
opposition to the appointment. If the 
Government do not intend to appoint it, 
will the right hon. Gentleman saz so now, 
and have the motion removed from the 
Order Paper. May [be allowed to join 
in the appeal of the hon. Member for 
Dulwich in regard to his Bill. I do 
not know whether the First Lord of the 
Treasury is aware of the nature of the 
opposition which has so far existed to 
this Bill. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Member forthe Forestof Dean said that this 
Bill was hotly opposed ; therefore I think 
I shall be in order in pointing out to the 
right hon, Gentleman how hotly this Bill 
has been opposed. It was so hotly 
opposed that, when it was in front of the 
bill for raising the age of  half-timers 
the opposition was absolutely withdrawn 
after ten minutes ora quarter of an hour's 
discussion, and then this other Bill was 
taken. And on the following Wednesday 
after the Bill had been read, then, and 
then only, did the opposition of the right 
hon. Gentleman and his friends arise 
to the Service Franchise Bill. I believe 
also that several Members are not quite 
clear as to whether it is the intention of 
the Government to give a day of Supply 
for the discussion of the South African 
Vote as soon as the Papers have arrived 
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about which the Colonial Secretary has 
spoken. 


Business of 


*Mr. RECKITT (Lincolnshire, Brigg) : 
There is one point upon which I should 
like to have an announcement before we 
go toa Division, and that is the question 
of the Petroleum Bill. Members of the 
House who were present on the 15th 
March will doubtless remember that my 
Bill would probably have got a Second 
Reading had it not been for the fact that 
the Under Secretary for the Home Office 
asked the House to reject the Bill upon 
that occasion upon the ground that the 
Government were about to introduce a Bill 
of their own upon the subject ; and that 
not only were they about to introduce a 
Bill of their own, but the Bill was in a 
forward state of preparation. After the 
defeat of my Bill the right hon. Gentle- 
man was asked when this Bill was to be 
introduced, and he said, ‘As soon as 
possible, or shortly after Easter.” Another 
question was asked on 14th April, and we 
were then told that the Bill would be in- 
troduced “ very shortly,” or at any rate 
“before the end of the month.” I had a 
conversation with the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and he hoped the Bill would be 
introduced before Whitsun. But Whit- 
suntide has gone by, and now the Govern- 
ment are taking the whole time of the 
House and no mention has been made of 
the intention of the Government with 
regard to legislation on petroleum. = | 
think this is a time at which I should ask 
what their intentions are, because I do 
feel that when a private Member intro- 
duces a Bill in this House and it is 
conceived necessary for the Government 
to instruct one of the Under Secretaries 
to oppose the Bill, and the Bill is practi- 
cally defeated on those grounds, and on a 
pledge that a Government Bill would be 
introduced, that pledge should be re- 
deemed in something like reasonable time. 
No one can say that it is a reasonable 
time to introduce a Bill which, while not 
of a party character, is certainly of a 
controversial character, at so late a period 


{19 JUNE 1899} 


of the session as that at which we have | 


now arrived. 


I sincerely hope the right | 


hon, Gentleman will be able to make some | 
statement as to why this Bill has not yet | 


been introduced, because the causes and 
evils are still going on, the deaths and 


accidents are still mounting up, but ap- | 


parently the Government do not wish to | 
take any cognisance of this matter. It | ance which are to be introduced, three of 
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may be put now, I suppose, in the same 
category as legislation in regard to auto- 
matic couplings. I should also like to 
call the attention of the right hon. Gentle- 
man to another Billwhich has not yet been 
introduced — the Agricultural Holdings 
sill. That Bill has been mentioned in 
every Queen’s Speech since 1895, and has 
always occupied more or less the same 
lowly position of last on the list ; but the 
First Lord of the Treasury, when his 
attention was called to the matter, re- 
marked that it did not necessarily follow 
that it would not have a very much 
earlier place when introduced for the pur- 
pose of a Second Reading Debate. Wehave 
had no mention whatever of the Bill yet, 
and I doubt whether the solicitude of the 
Government is sincere in regard to the 
interests of the farmers from whom they 
so very often derive the bulk of their 
support when they appeal to the country. 
It will, I hope, be an object-lesson to the 
agriculturists that the Government are in 
the habit of making these promises, but 
apparently have not the wish or intention 
to fulfil them. Unless I have a satis- 
factory answer to my question in regard 
to the introduction of the Petroleum Bill 
I am afraid I shall have to trouble the 
House to take a Division. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
The remark of the right hon. Gentle- 
man opposite that the Government 
make promises which they are not 
anxious to fulfil is a little inopportune, 
because my complaint is that the Govern- 
ment have announced their intention of 
bringing in a number of Bills which were 
not mentioned at the beginning of the 
session. This is always a painful moment 
when the House is asked to set aside the 
Standing Orders, and take the time of 
private Members. But we can scarcely 
drop a tear over either the Standing 
Orders or the private Member ; both have 
been almost wiped out by repeated in- 
roads upon them. The right hon. Gen- 
tleman opposite said that this motion is 
usually made on the ground that untess 
the whole of the time of the House is 
taken the Government will not have time 
in the remaining part of the session to 
pass all the measures to which they are 
pledged. But the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House has gone a step 
beyond that, because he has announced 
three or four Bills of first-class import- 
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which, at any rate, turn upon money. 
Take the Military Works Bill. There 
has been a great deal too much military 
works; you are trusting too much to 
bricks and mortar, and whatever these 
military works are that are now proposed 
they will mean money. Then there is 
the Naval Works Bill. One of the great 
reproaches against the right hon. Gentle- 
man the First Lord of the Admiralty is that, 
ceasing to trust in ships, he, too, has put 
his trust in bricks and mortar. Bricks 
and mortar will be the death of the Navy, 
unless we stop this constant expenditure 
upon that kind of defence. But the 
naval works mean money, and millions 
have already been spent both on military 
works and on naval works—millions which 
have been taken out of the surpluses and 
diverted from their proper destination. 
Then there is the Clerical Tithes Bill, 
which, of course, means money. I wish 
to ask whether all this money is to come 
out of further Supplemental Estimates. In 
the Debates on the Finance Bill I ven- 
tured to suggest that the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer had not reckoned upon 
any Supplemental Estimates, which, 
according to our present experience, 
meant an extra two millions a year; but 
he interrupted me and said that this year 
there would be no Supplemental Esti- 
mates. But all these Bills, which mean 
money, mean also Supplemental Estimates ; 
if they do not mean that, they mean 
loans, so that we shall be in the position, 
after stopping the repayment of our 
public debt, of adding further large sums 
to that debt. The fourth Bill is for taking 
over the responsibilities of the Niger 
Company. That is an enormous new de- 
parture in policy, which may raise most 
serious questions. I do hope the Govern- 
ment will not embark upon this Bill in 
the spirit of the remarks of the right 
hon. Gentleman—that it will have to be 
passed by the end of the session. It will 
be an extremely difficult Bill to pass if it 
in any way answers to its name. I would 
make one suggestion for the saving of 
time, and that is that Her Majesty’s 
Government should announce that they 
are going to drop the Undersized Fish 
Bill. No harm will be done by that being 
left over for another year, and by that 
time the undersized fish will have got a 
little larger, and the Government’s know- 
ledge of fish generally will have become 
rather greater. The supply of fish has 


enormously increased, so that there is no | 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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‘immediate pressure for this Bill, and I 


would respectfully suggest that it should 
be dropped, and that the fishing industry 
should not be worried by the passing of a 
3ill which will not prevent them catching 
the fish, but only prevent the sale when 
they are caught. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I think there is some misconception 
as to the Naval Works Bill. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: We have 
not seen it yet. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON: The 


reason why there is to be a Naval Works 
Bill is because the money is to be raised 
by loan. That has been perfectly well 
understood since the beginning of the 
session. On this point I trust the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury will give us some more definite 
information ahout the state of the Bill 
than has been furnished. The Naval 
Works Bill which we have had has simply 
been a continuation Bill. The Govern- 
ment suspended some of the Standing 
Orders of this House, and all the Standing 
Orders of the other House, in order to 
earry the Army Annual Bill, which was 
quite unnecesssary, and I can see no 
justification for the delay which has taken 
place in the introduction of this Bill this 
year. The whole of the interest is now 
centred in the schedule, for the principle 
of it has been asserted over and over 
again. ‘The schedule is now the only 
thing to which interest attaches, and, as 
I understand the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, the schedule this year will be 
of special importance because it contains 
new items. As these items may give rise 
to a good deal of discussion, I think we 
are entitled to have from the Government 
a positive statement that the Bill is ready 
to be produced, that all the urgency 
that can be applied to it will be applied, 
and that we shall have the Bill printed at 
the earliest date at the con- 
venience of the Government. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will give the House 
some information as to the intentions of 
the Government in respect to this import 
ant measure. 


possible 


*\Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): [rise for a moment or two to press 
upon the right hon. Gentleman the great 
importance of allowing the Agriculture 
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and Technical Instruction (Ireland) Bill 
to pass through the House this session. 
There is scarcely any Bill upon which 
there is a more unanimous feeling 
in Ireland in its favour, for it has met 
with the warmest approval in all quarters. 
The right hon. Gentleman, in his  state- 
ment, did not dwell with much warmth 


on this Billk I know that the Chief 
Secretary for Ireland takes a_ very 


deep interest in the measure, and the 
Members of the Belfast Chamber of Com- 
merce are most anxious that it should be 
passed this session, not only in the 
interests of agriculture, but also in the 
interests of the whole of Ireland. I 
trust that the right hon. Gentleman will 
give the House a distinct assurance that 
this measure will receive attention, 
for it will relieve the minds of many 
people in Jreland who take a great 
interest in technical instruction. I will 
not occupy the time of the House any 
longer, and I earnestly express the hope 
that this Bill will be carried to a successful 
issue this session. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I intend to be very brief in the 
remarks I shall address to the House. I 
want the right hon, Gentleman to forget for 
the moment that he is the First Lord of 
the Treasury, and to look at this question 
from the point of view of what is honour- 
able between man and man. The subject 
] am raising is one which commands 
much sympathy upon both sides of the 
House. I want to know when the 
(sovernment intend introducing legisla- 
tion for the regulation of limited com- 
panies. This measure has been promised 
four times already, and yet a Bill has not 
been introduced in reference to it, 
although nearly all the Members of this 
Househave expressed themselves infavour 
of doing away with the gigantic system of 
fraud which under the present state of 
legislation is rendered possible. It is 
little short of a crying scandal that in the 
month of March, 1898, the Lord Chief 
Justice stated that 24,000,000 of money 
were squandered every year because no 
amendment had been made in the law, 
The right hon. Gentleman will recollect 
the incident when I moved an Amend- 
ment to the Address dealing with this 


very subject, when it received the careful | 


attention of the House, and I may add 
that, at the time, not a single newspaper 


took exception to legislation being intro- 


VOL. LXXII. [FourtH SERIEs. | 


{19 JuNE 1899} 


the House. 1518” 


duced upon this subject, and if ever there 
was legislation that was popular—except 
with guinea pigs and company promoters 
—it is this. Why has this Bill not been 
introduced? I would like to see any hon. 
Member of this House standing before his 
constituents and saying that he is not in 
favour of this Bill. Is the influence of 
the guinea pigs in the Lobby too strong 
for the Government, or is there a majority 
of company directors in the Cabinet? I 
desire to ask for a clear explanation of 


this. It may be said in reply that legis- 
lation has been introduced in another 
place. I donot know whether that is so 


or not, but it has not come down to this 
House yet. [ask the right hon. Gentle- 
man, as a matter of fair dealing between 
man and man, why has the promise in 
reference to this measure not been ful- 
filled? Is it hecause—as a Tory Member 
has said—this House is honeyeombed and 
moth-eaten with company promoters % 
[s the company promoting interest in this 
House so strong as to prevent legislation 
being passed to stop a gross system of 
mean, cowardly, and debasing fraud ? 
Here we have the strongest Government 
of this century, with a majority of 150 be- 
hind them, practically confessing that 
they are unable to deal with — this 
subject. And why? Is it because they 
are only in favour of legislation for selfish 
and guinea-pig interests ? 


Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
should like the right hon. Gentleman to 
say whether some further opportunity will 
be given for the discussion of Scotch 
business. Friday  night’s discussion 
elicited a very strong expression of 
opinion, which was shared upon both sides 
of the House, upon a point which I need 
not mention now. ‘The diseussion was 
not ended, and no conclusion was come to. 
I therefore wish to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman if he will be good enough to 
bear in mind, when he is considering the 
question, the enormous importance of this 
subject to Scotland, and to state to-day 
when he will afford a further opportunity 
for the continuation of the discussion 
which was carried on on Friday night last. 
The diseussion to which I refer was upon 
the question of the Education Minute, and 
both sides of the House then argued very 
generally and strongly in a direction 
adverse to the Government upon this 
point. I may also point out that there 
are several other Scotch Votes on which 


3H 
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there has heen no opportunity for dis- 
eussion.: As the Half-timers’ Bill has now 
reached a very forward stage in Parlia- 
ment, I would remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that there is a similar measure 
on the Paper in the name of a private 
Member. There is a very strong feeling 
in Scotland that this is a question of much 
less scope and less difficult to deal with 
than in England, and I do ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury to consider the un- 
enviable position which Scotland has been 
left in with regard to this matter, which 
is one which has exzited a good deal of 
interest in Scotland. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : 
I desire to urge upon the Government the 
necessity of proceeding with the Clerical 
Tithes Bill. I am surprised at the remarks 
made by the Leader of the Opposition in 
regard to this measure, for he seems to 
have reserved all his opposition for this 
particular measure. I hope the First 
Lord of the Treasury will not be 
frightened by the threats of the Leader 
of the Opposition, and that he will persist 
in bringing forward this Bill, which I am 
sure will give great satisfaction in the 
country. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northampton, EF.) : 
[ have no doubt the measure alluded to 
by my hon. friend will give great satis 
faction in the country, especially to those 
who wish to see the downfall of the 
present Ministry. One might have sup- 
ported the Government at this stage of 
the session if the right hon. Gentleman 
had limited his proposals to the measures 
which were contained in the Queen’s 
Speech, for in regard to some of the very 
useful measures to which he referred no 
exception could be taken. We know per- 
feetly well what the present proposal of 
the Government means. It means that 
useful Bills, like the Money Lending Bill 
—which is of great importance to the 
country—the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Bill, and other important Bills, will be 
imperilled in order that the Government 
may be able to springa certain Report upon 
the House of Commons and rush through 
this House, by the force of their great 
majority, what is nothing but the appro- 
priation of public money and the rating 
of other people for the relief of one par- 
ticular class of their supporters. I hope | 
hon. Members will take a Division against 
this proposal, if only as a provest against 

Captain Sinclair, 
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the policy of the Government in endea- 
vouring to repeat the experiment which 
they carried out in reference to the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Not- 
tingham, Mansfield): I do not rise for 
the purpose of championing the cause of 
private Members, for they seem to me to 
be past praying for. What [ wish to point 
out to the Government is this—if the 
House passes this Resolution the Govern- 
ment will have a considerable amount of 
time placed at their disposal. Therefore 
they could use some of that time in try- 
ing to pass a measure which the Home 
Secretary has stated was practically ready, 
and which he is anxious to introduce. 
I refer to the Bill for giving practical 
effect to the recommendations of the 
Select Committee on Burial Grounds. 
The majority of that Committee was 
composed of Ministerial Members, but 
both Churchmen and Nonconformists 
were represented. Now, that Committee 
has arrived at conclusions which would 
form the basis of a satisfactory measure. 
I do not say that the subject is considered 
to be wholly uncontentious, but it is no 
longer a Party question. I know hon. 
Members on the other side are as anxious 
as we are on this side for an early settle- 
ment of the question, and it seems to me 
that it will be a great pity for the Gov- 
ernment to lose so favourable an oppor- 
tunity of dealing with the. subject. 
If the measure be introduced, it will occupy 
a great deal less time and cause much less 
trouble than the Bill to give a large 
amount of public money to the clergy of the 
Church of England. I[ hope the Govern- 
ment will introduce the measure, even if 
they fail to pass it this session, as I 
believe it would hasten the close of a very 
painful and protracted struggle. : 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I am afraid we shall at this time of the 
session have to leave the dead to bury its 
dead. Apart from all questions of poli- 
tical differences, it does seem to me a mis- 
take, at the advent of that happy moment 
when we_ shall cease to have the 
pleasure of each others’ society, to 
suddenly spring three or four new Bills 
on the House. I do not think the Leader 
of the House ought fairly and honestly to 
do it unless he can show that it has been 
rendered necessary by circumstances: 
which now exist, and which are different 
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from those which obtained at the com- 
mencement of the session. The Leader 
of the Opposition did not exaggerate in 
the least when he said that if this clerical 
Bill is brought in we shall take a most 
exhaustive and minute interest in every 
other Bill, with the deliberate and open 
intention of defeating this Bill so far as 
we can possibly do it by effluxion of 
time. I never conceal the fact when I 
am obstructing. Under the circum- 
stances, if a B ill of this kind is brought in 
at the close of the session, we shall 
have a right to render it, so far 
as we possibly can, impossible for the 
Government to pass it. We on this side 
may differ from the views of the Govern- 
ment, but they havea large majority, and 
if they brought in a Bill at the commence- 
ment of the session [ should not attempt 
to obstruct it: but this Bill was not 
alluded to in the Queen's Speech, and I 
certainly gathered from the observations 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer to a 
deputation a little while ago that it was 
not intended to legislate on this matter 
this year. As a matter of fact, the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer said that he would 
not include the money required for it in 
his Budget, and he did not give the 
slightest hint that this Bill was to be 
brought i in. Under these circumstances it 
does appear to me to be a mistake—and 
I say it not from any Party feeling—to 
bring in at this time of the session a Bill 
of such a very controversial nature. There 
was one Bill to which the right hon. 
Gentleman alluded, but he did not say he 
would attempt to pass it, and that is the 
Money Lending Bill. That Bill is in a 
very different position. The subject was 
referred to a very able Committee last 
session, Many Witnesses were heard, and 
a Report which I believe was unanimous 
was communicated to the House. The 
Bill was alluded to in the Queen’s Speech. 
I refer to the matter myself because I 
very much regret that my hon. friend who 
took such an active and able interest in it 
is aw:y. The Bill has already passed the 
House of Lords, and I do not think it 
would take a very long time to pass 
through this House. It would doa very | 
large “amount of good, and I hope the 


} 


right hon. Gentleman will tell us that he | 

is not going to push forward this clerical | 

Bill, of w hich we know nothing at present, | 
and that he will give facilities —for itisa 
Government measure—for passing the | 

Money Lending Bill. 


{19 JUNE 


| City): 
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*Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushceliffe): I wish to ask the right hon. 


Gentleman with reference to the Beard 
of Education Bill, if he cannot name the 
time when he proposes to introduce it, 
whether he would tell us how much notice 
he will give. I wish also to associate 
myself with all that has been said as te 
the undesirability of springing on the 
House of Commons on this the 19th day 
of June such a controversial matter as 
the Clergy Bill. I go further than my 
right hon. friend the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition, and say that no really controversial 
Bill should be announced or brought for- 
ward by the Government after Whitsun- 
tide. I yield to no man in my admiration 
of some of the qualities of the Leader 
of the House, but I am_ bound 
to say that, compared with some of 
his predecessors, of whom I have seen 
five or six, he fails sometimes—I say 
so with all respect — as regards the 
ordinary, everyday, humdrum business of 
the House in the matter of procedure. 
The only way in which we ean have 
that reasonable certainty which everyone 
desires is for the Government, between 
Easter and Whitsuntide, to get forward 
with the Second Readings of their larger 
Bills and some of their minor Bills, 
to utilise the Grand Committees in the 
way suggested by the right hon. Baronet 
the Member for the Forest of Dean, and 
then to proceed as rapidly as possible 
with nothing but Committee work after 
Whitsuntide. The right hon. Gentleman 
has given a great measure of reasonable 


certainty with regard to Supply — I 
congratulate him very much on 
it—and he gives us a_ reason- 


able notice of a week or ten days as 
to what Supply is to be taken on Fri- 
days. I would venture to very respect- 
fully suggest whether he would not give 
us next session a reasonable cert: unty ‘also 
in regard to other business. The worst 
thing any Government can do is to 
announce in the later days in June a Bill 
which will be a very controversial mea- 
sure. 


Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (Derry 
I desire, before the right hon. 
Gentleman answers all these questions, to 
join with the hon. Member for South 
Belfast in urging on him the extreme 
| necessity of pressing forward the Agricul- 
ture and Technical Instruction (Ireland) 
| Bill. This is of the very greatest import 


3 H 2 
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ance, and anyone who has any knowledge ! 


of the magnificent work done by the 
hon. Member for South Dublin, without 
any Government assistance, must see 
that there is a great future on the same 
lines which this Bill proposes. I dare- 
say it will be necessary to consider 
the Bill very closely, and to press on the 
Government certain modifications in Com- 
mittee, but I earnestly hope that this Bill 
may not be abandoned. It is a very 
important Bill, which is earnestly desired, 
not only by the large towns, particularly 
in the North of Ireland, but also by the 
aricultural districts in the West of 
Ireland. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
will be able to assure us that he is in a 
position to fix an early date for the 
further consideration of the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IT have had a 
large namber of critics—-kindly critics | 
admit—in the course of this Debate, and 
they belong to various classes. There are 
gentlemen who think we have brought 
torward too many Bills, there are gentle- 
men who think we have not brought for- 
ward enough of Bills, and there are gentle- 
men who think that it is our bounden 
duty to press through certain Bills in 
which they are interested, but who at the 
same time say that the Bills would require 
very close scrutiny. We all know that 
that isa House of Commons euphemism 
for a considerable amount of debate. 
The hon. Member who spoke last but one 
—the Member for the Rushcliffe Division 

complains of the method in which 
Government business has been arranged 
in the course of the present session, and 
says we have got into a tangle. 


*Mr. J. E. ELLIS: I said before 
Easter. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not 
remember a session in which Government 
business was less entangled, and I have 
less hesitation in making the observation 
because I attribute none of the credit to 
myself, and I gladly recognise that both 
sides of the House have seconded the 
Government in carrying out the work. 
The Government business has, as I think 
both before and after Easter, gone through 
with remarkable smoothness. The hon. 
Gentleman further says that all Bills 


which we hope to make progress with | 
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Clerical Tithes Bill of which so much unex- 
pected notice has been taken by hon. Mem- 
bersopposite. Ithink there might be a good 
deal to be said for that course, and I 
might in the innocence of my heart have 
assented to and easily fallen in with it. 
But now it appears everything is to be 
stopped until the Bill is withdrawn, and I 
therefore congratulate myself that I did 
not carry out the policy of the hon. Gen- 
tleman and read the Bill a second time 
before Whitsuntide. Iam not, of course, 
discussing the provisions of the Bill, 
though I must say they loom too largely 
in the somewhat heated imagination of 


hon, Gentlemen opposite. But there is 
one criticism of which I really must com- 
plain. Hon. Members taik as if no 


notice or hint had been given that the 


'Government desired to deal with this 


question. It was perfectly well known 
that the Government desired to deal with 
it, and so well was it known that the 
right hon. Baronet the Member for the 
Forest of Dean asked me a question last 
week on the subject, and I made no con- 
cealment, and framed my answer in such 
a way that anybody listening to me 
would know that it was one of the sub- 
jects which the Government were anxious 
to introduce. It isa measure not quite 
of the first importance in a Parliamentary 
sense, but it is a very much needed act of 
justice. The hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for East Mayo, and some other hon, 
Gentlemen also, asked me a great many 
questions about the distribution of the 
time for Supply. I do not think 
that the Debate on this resolution is 
on modern conditions a very fitting 
opportunity for discussing the allocation 
of the time for Supply. It is imposssible 
for the Government to give more time 
under the Sessional Order than they have 
given, znd I do not think pressure ought 
to be put upon us in this Debate to dis- 
tribute such time as we have got more 
favourably to one section of this House 
than to another. But I must observe 
that the hon. Member for East Mayo has 
chosen this opportunity to raise again the 
criticisms he has more than once delivered 
on the introduction by the Government 
of Bills under the Ten-Minutes Rule. It 
appears to me that any Bill which is not 
of a long and complicated character may 
properly and wisely be introduced under 
that rule. In common with every private 


ought to be read a second time before | Member in the House, he has the right 
Whitsun, and he specially referred to the | to introduce a Bill of the greatest con- 
{ 


Mr. Arthur J. Moore. 
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ceivable importance and complexity, not 
only without the amount of discussion and 
explanation which is avoided under the 
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Ten-Minutes Rule, but without any dis- | 


cussion or explanation at all, and prac- 
tically without even the power of taking 
a hostile vote. I maintain that in 
these circumstances, when the Government 
are introducing Bills not of great com- 
plexity, and which can be easily explained 
in the compass of the Ten-Minutes Rule, 
it is really a judicious and wise 
saving of the time of the House that that 
Rule should be taken advantage of. I 
grant, of course, that there may be great 
constitutional issues—like the London 
Government Bill—which ought not to be 
dealt with under that Rule, but, on the 
whole, I hope the general feeling of the 
House is in favour of proceeding under 
that Rule rather than reverting to the 
more antiquated and complicated proce- 
dure which is justified in some cases, but 
which only should be used when abso- 
lutely necessary. The hon, Gentleman 
has told us what view he takes of the 
Irish Agriculture and Technical In- 
struction Bill, and these differ funda- 
mentally from those of other hon. Gentle- 
men from Ireland who have spoken 
strongly in favour of it. The Bill is not 
a large measure, but it is an important 
one. I believe all classes in Ireland desire 
that that Bill should be passed except the 
hon. Member for Mayo. 


Mr. DILLON: What I said was that 
the Bill was exceedingly defective, and 
that it would require very full discussion. 
I further said that I would rather see a 
good Bill passed next year than a bad Bill 
this year. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Whether the 
Bill can be improved or not I will not 
anticipate. 
takes the view he does, and Iam sure that 
only a small section of House share the 
hon. Gentleman’s opinion. 


Mr. DILLON : All I ask is reasonable 
time for the discussion of the Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We may differ 
as to what reasonable time is. The right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen and the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Rushcliffe Division of 
Nottinghamshire asked me a supplemen- 
tal question to that put to me from this side 
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| of the House in regard to the Secondary 


I am sorry the hon. Member | 
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Education Bill. I greatly desire to see 
that Bill passed into law this session, and 
I will give adequate not.ce as to when it 
comes on. I would not like to pledge 
myself, however, as to the number of 
days’ notice which I will give when the 
Bill is to be taken. I do not know that I 
need discuss the views of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Brigg, who has expressed a desire 
for the introduction of the departmental 
Bills, and, still further, that a Bill should 
be introduced on petroleum. — If the hon. 
Gentleman wants to see the Bill, | might 
be able to arrange with my nght hon. 
friend. 


Mr. RECKITT: [ only asked that 
the pledge given at the time by the 
Under Secretary for the Home Depart- 
ment, who made a speech against the Bill 
introduced by a private Member, should 
be redeemed. On more than one occasion, 
in answer to questions in the House, the 
promise was made that that pledge would 
be carried out. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I was not 
aware that a promise had been given, and 
I should like to see the terms of the 
promise. But if a promise was made to 
introduce a Bill in the course of the pre- 
sent session, that, promise of course, must 
be kept. I certainly cannot undertake to 
give the time for that “reasonable discus- 
sion” which the hon. Member for East 
Mayo desires for the Irish bill in which he 
has expressed an interest. Ido not think I 
need say anything about the Naval 
Works Bill, except that when criticisms 
have been passed on the Government for 
not bringing it in earlier in the session, I 
would remind the hon. Gentlemen that 
the later it is brought in the more 
possible is it to foresee the works which 
will have to be carried out under the 
Act when the Bill becomes law. I do not 
think I need say anything more. We 


‘have been told that there is not time to 


pass the Bills on the Paper, and we have 
been also pressed to bring in and pass a 
great many more Bills; but these two 
criticisms are mutually contradictory. It 
is impossible, at the present stage of the 
session, to foresee what amount of busi- 
ness we shall get through. But, in spite 
of the threat or the gloomy prophecy of 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite, I hope 
the House will continue the discussion of 
the Bills for the remainder of the session 
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in the same business like way it has , 


shown hitherto. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: What 


about the Company Promoters’ Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: That is one 


of the Bills that I an urged to introduce | 


by the very Gentlem in whose friends tell 
me that I cannot pass the Bills already 
on the Paper. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: It is in 
the Lords ; why don’t you bring it down 
here ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We are now 
discussing the business of the Commons, 
and we have neither the right nor the 
title to go beyond that. My hon. friend 
and colleague in the representation of 
Manchester asked me whether we could 
find time for discussing the Committee on 
Municipal Trading. I cannot promise to 
find time for that. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
What about Private Members’ Bills ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It is far too 
early to consider whether the Government 
could conceivably take under their pro- 
tection any Private Members’ Bills, and cer- 
tainly I cannot be betrayed into expressing 
any view on that subject. Indeed I have 
not any view upon it ; and if I had I should 
be much too wise to express it at the 
present stage of the session. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : What 
does the right hon. Gentleman say about 
the Factories Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right 
hon. Baronet the member for the Forest 
of Dean says he would rather see a large 
and complete measure introduced next 
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year, or in some subsequent session, than 
a deficient and incomplete measure this 
I will consult my right hon. 
friend the Home Secretary on that ques- 
tion ; but I may say, in the meantime, 
that I understood from him that, useful as 
a Bill dealing withdangerous trades would 
be, a good deal has been done since last 
year in framing rules governing these 


| dangerous trades, and that the necessity 


of introducing a measure is not nearly so 
pressing as it was when we had a dis- 
cussion on the subject last July. But I 


will consult with my right hon. friend 
| whether, after the observations of the 


right hon. Baronet, anything would be 
gained by introducing a Bill this session. 


Mr. GALLOWAY: As the Notice of 
Motion for the Select Committee on 
Municipal Trading is put down every day, 
will the right hon. Gentleman undertake 
not to take it without giving us notice 
when he will take it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It seems to me 
that that is one of those resolutions which 
the Government are surely justified in 
taking at any opportunity they have. It 
is greatly to be regretted that the inquiry 
is blocked in any part of the House; but I 
do not think that, in submitting to such 
an inconvenience, I am called upon to give 
a day’s notice of the time at which the 
discussion will be brought on. 


Mr. WALLACE (Perth): Can the 
right hon. Gentleman tell us when the 


Clerical Tithes Bill wil! come on ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I had 
better not say anything about that. 
Question put. 


The House divided : Ayes, 250 ; Noes, 
119. (Division List No. 195.) 
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Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 


Sasson, Sir Edward Albert 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Smith, Jas, Parker (Lanarks) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
Stanley, Edward J.(Somerset' 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John V3 
Stock, James Henry 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Sturt, Hon. Humphrey N. 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Usborne, Thomas 

Valentia, Viscount 

Verney, Hon. Richard G- 
Vincent, Col. SirC. E. Howard 
Ward, Hon. R. A. (Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 


, Webster, R.G. (St. Pancras) 


Whiteley, George (Stockport) 


| Whitmore, Charles Algernon 


Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, J. W. (Worcester, N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Kt. Hn. E.R (Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodall, William 

Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B. Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arcy 
Young, Commander(Berks,E. ) 
THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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Allan, William (Gateshead) 

Allison, Robert Andrew 

Ambruse, Robert 

Austin, M. 

Barlow. John Emmott 

Beaumont, Wentworth C. B 

Billson, Alfred 

Blake, Edward 

Brunner, Sir John Tomlinson 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow 

Carew, James Laurence 

Carvell, Patrick G. Hamilton 

* auston, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

a ‘hanning, Francis Allston 

Clark, Dr. G. B. (Caithness-sh.) 

Clough, Walter Owen 

Commins, Andrew 

Crombie, John William 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 

Dalziel, James Henry 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, ( aptain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Duckw orth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, SamuelT. (Glamorgan) 

Evans, Sir F. H. (South’ton) 

Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 

Fenwick, Charles 

Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 

Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 

Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 

Gibney, Shain 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gurdon, Sir William B. 
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Hammond, Joln (Carlow) 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
rea Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 
Johnson-Ferguson,JabezEdw. 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kinloch, Sir J. George Smyth 
Kitson, Sir James 
Labouchere, Henry 

Langley, Batty 

Leese SirJosephF’. (Accrington 
Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Lloyd-Geerge, David 

Lough, Thomas 

MacAleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, JohnGordonSwift 
M‘Ewan, William 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M Kenna, Reginald 

M‘Leod, John 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Menidl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu Sir S. (Whitechapel) 
Morgan, ¥J Final acca 
Morgan, W _P. (Me. thyr) 
Mortou,Edw J.C.(Devuuport) 
Moulton. John Fleteher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil Will am 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O'Connor,James( Wicklow, W. 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 

O'Malley, William 
Palmer,SirCharlesM.(Durham 
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Pault« n, Jaines Mellor 

Perks, Robert William 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Priestley, Briggs (Yorks. ) 
Provand.Andrew Dryburgh 
tichardson, J. (Durham, 8. E.) 
Roberts, J. H. (Denbighs.) 
Vobertson, Fdm. (Dundee) 
Robson, W lian rovdon 


| pamuel, J. (Stoektou-on Tees) 


Shaw, Charles E. (Stafford) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarsh.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, William € harles 
Stevenson, Francis F 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Abel (Carmarthen, E. ) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robetr 

Walton, J. Lawson, (Leeds, 8.) 
Warner Thos. Courtenay T. 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. } 
Wills, Sir William Henry 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. RB.) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 


Woods, Samuel 

TELLERS FOR THF NOES—Mr. 
Seott and Mr. Harold 
Reckitt. 





LEGISLATION PROCEDURE 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


PRIVATE 


(In the Committee.) 
Clause 2 :— 
Amendment again proposed— 


“In page 2, line 2, after the word ‘Commons’ 
t> insert the words ‘and two Members of each 
House of Parliament appointed at the begin- 
ning of each session in manner prov ided by 
Standing Orders shall be a Standing C ommittee 
of the “two Houses ‘of Parliament.”- (Dr. 
Clark.) 


Question again proposed, “ That those 
words be their inserted.” 


THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. G. 
Murray, Buteshire): As hon. Members 
are aware, we have been considering the 
Amendment of the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Caithness. The object of 
that Amendment and the desire of its 


mover is that there should be proper con- 
trol. That wish is reflected by hon. 
Members on both sides of the House, and 
I feel very strongly the advisability of 
having other persons added to the panel. 
Under the scheme of the Bill as at present 
dratted there is certain control over this 
matter; but what we propose to do is to 
alter our Bill in the sense that in every 
case it will be necessary to bring the 
matter before this House so that it will 
always be possible for this House to con- 
sider any Bill and amend it, whether it 
had been opposed in a former stage at 
the local inquiry or not. The exact form 
of the alteration has not yet been decided 
upon, but we think it might very con- 
veniently arise upon an Amendment 
which is down on the Paper in the name 
of the hon. Member for Mid Lanark in 
Clause 7, page 5, and line 9. The con- 
trol w hich he suggests in that Amendment 
I can assure the Committee we shall 
accept ; but there must be some alteration 
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in the words, and under all the cireum- 
stances I hope the hon. Member will not 


press his Amendment. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I did not hear a part 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s explanations 
and objections, but I think I substantially 
know what they amount to, and I recog- 
nise that this involves a considerable con- 
cession to the views expressed by those 
who sit both upon this side of the House 
and the other side. I also understand 
that in this and in other respects the right 
hon. Gentleman is ready to meet the 
views put forward. I understand that the 
right hon. Gentleman is willing to make 
considerable alterations to meet the ideas 
of the vestries, and [ think that will be 
most palatable to the Scottish people as a 
whole. On these grounds I do not think 
it would be well for my hon. friend, with 
whom I entirely sympathise, and whose 
Amendments I have supported, to press 
his Amendment at this stage. I may say 
that I have more than once expressed an 
opinion that the right hon. Gentleman 
the Lord Advocate could carry through a 
Bill for this purpose if anyone on this 
earth could, and I recognise in the con- 
ciliatory manner which he has adopted 
from first to last the fulfilment of my 
prediction of his success. I hope it will 
be understood that we are not foregoing 
any of our rights to criticise when we 
think necessary any points that may 
come before us ; but on the main principle 
of this part of the scheme of the Bill I 
think we have had such concessions given 
to us as to justify us in withdrawing the 
Amendment now before the House. 


Dr. CLARK (Caithness): Under the 
circumstances, [ shall be prepared to with- 
draw the Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. CRIPPS (Gloucester, Stroud): 
The Amendment which I beg to propose 
is put down with a desire to make the 
Bill a practical and good one. Under the 
Bill as it stands at present there is a 
statutory obligation placed upon the 
Chairman of Committees of the House of 
Lords, and the Chairman of Ways and 
Means in the House of Commons, which 
is quite outside Parliamentary practice. 
I therefore propose as an Amendment 
that there should not be an obligation of 


1899} 


Procedure (Scotland) Bill. 1534 
a statutory character which might be 
enforced by mandamus, but that in the 
exercise of their discretion under this Bill 
the Chairmen should be subject in the 
ordinary way to the rules of the House, 
and not to any outside tribunal. I hope 
the Lord Advocate will accept the Amend- 
ment, recognising, as I trust he will, that 
it will put the Bill in better form and 
make it more in accordance with con- 
stitutional precedent. 


Amendment proposed — 

“In page 2, line 3, toleave out from ‘ shall” 
to end of clause, and insert ‘if the two 
Houses of Parliament think fit so to order 
prescribe all matters of practice and pro- 
eedure which will enable them to take into: 
consideration the draft Order, and to report 
thereon to the Secretary for Seotland.”— 
(Mr. Cripps.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the: 
clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I am quite 
willing to meet my hon. and learned 
friend in this matter, by leaving out from 
the word “shall” down to “the Secretary 
for Scotland,” in order to insert the 
words he proposes. This, however, will 
necessitate a small Amendment in the 
next line, and I therefore propose in line 
11, as consequential to this Amendment, 
to insert after the first word “of” “the 
Chairman report and.” That makes the 
Amendment perfectly consistent, and at 
the same time gives effect to what the 
hon. Member wishes. 


*Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottingham,, 
Rusheliffe): I think anyone who is 
interested in constitutional procedure 
—and who onght not to be ?—will 


feel obliged to the hon. Member fer: 
bringing this Amendment forward, and 
we are pleased to acknowledge the 
attitude of the Lord Advocate with regard 
to this matter. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I think this Amendment would cut 
out an Amendment which stands in my 
name. I ought to say that I put down 
that Amendment, not with a view of 
pressing it to a Division, but really to 
understand what the nature of the pro- 
posal of the Lord Advocate is. The 
clause appears to involve two lines of 
procedure, and I desire to know what the 
intention of the Government is. 
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Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The genesis of 


the proviso of the clause is in the proceed- 
ings of the Select Committee last year. 
The proviso is put in so that if the 
Secretary for Scotland does know where 
the scheme is opposed he should hand on 
his knowledge to the Chairman. That is 
the whole meaning of it. 
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Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


The Amendment suggested by the 
Lord Advocate put, and agreed to. 


Mr. MOULTON (Cornwall, Launces- 
ton): The Amendment that I propose 
must, I think, be admitted by all who 
have considered this Bill to be a reason- 
able one. It is to omit the words “or 
mainly ” in the passage “if it appears. . 
that the provisions or some provisions of 
the draft Order do not relate wholly or 
mainly to Scotland.” The effect of 


the Amendment is to. restrict the 
operation of this Act to Scotch 
business. The last clause of the 
sill says that this Bill shall apply 


to Scotland only. 
the Private Legislation Procedure (Scot- 
land) Bill, but the terms of the Bill itself 
apply only to Scotland. Now, so long as 
the words “or mainly” appear, there is 
no Bill relating to England which might 
not come within its provisions, provided 
it relates also to Scotland, even though 
the opinion of the Chairmen is that it 
applies more to Scotland than to England. 
It seems to me quite foreign to the 
intention of the Bill that such should be 
the effect, but as it is at present drafted 
so it stands. I want to call the attention 
of the Committee to what the effect will 
be if the words “ or mainly ” are allowed 
to remain. In the first place, if a Private 
Bill relates in any way to Scotland it 
must be brought into the provisions of 
this Bill. The consequence is that, no 
matter how much a Bill relates to Eng- 
land, still it must come under the Scotch 
Procedure Bill if in any part it touches 
Scotch interests. That, of course, would 
be grossly unfair to the predominant 
partner, and I cannot understand why 
the Government have departed from the 
plain language in which former Bills, if I 
remember rightly, were couched, which 
limited the power to Private Bills which 
related solely to Scotland. 

Amendment proposed— 

“ In page 2, line 13, to leave out ‘ or mainly.’ ” 


—(Mr. Moulton.) 


{COMMONS} 


It is not only called | 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
‘or mainly’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I really think 
that there is no such danger as the hon, 
Member seems to foresee. The retention 
of the words is simply to provide for such 
undertakings as may extend a few yards 
over the border. Surely the hon, 
Member might be content to trust the 
Chairmen in such a matter, for they 
would never be likely to give a wrong 
decision in regard to it. After the con- 
cessions which I have already made to- 
day, I hope the Committee will support 
me in opposing this Amendment, because 
I think it would be a pity to insert these 
words. 


Amendment put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 13, after ‘Scotland,’ to in- 
sert ‘or do not raise any question of policy or 
principle not previously determined by Parlia- 
ment. ’—(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I shall be quite 
happy to accept the hon. Member's 
Amendment in the form adopted in the 
1892 Bill. 1 therefore beg to move to 
insert the words— 

“Or raise any full question of policy or 
principles.” 

The clause will then read— 

“Tf it appeared from such report that the 
provisions, or some of the provisions of the 
draft Order do not relate wholly or mainly to 
Scotland, or are of such a character or magni- 
tude, or raise any such question of policy or 
principle, that they ought to be dealt with by 
Private Bill, and not by Provisional Order.” 


Amendment by leave, withdrawn. 


The Amendment suggested by the 
Lord Advocate put and agreed to. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH (Lanark, Partick) : I 
should like to ask what the Lord Advocate 
proposes to do with his Amendment as 
to measures effecting a change in the 
general law. We have now got & 
tribunal that will consider certain Bills 
for carrying out works, but it is 4 
different matter when we have proposals 
for dealing with the liberty of the subject, 
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and it is necessary to keep these pro- 
posals under the control of Parliament. 
I beg therefore to move the Amendment 


standing in my name. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 13, after ‘Scotland,’ to insert, 
‘or effect a change in the general law.’ ”— 
(Mr. J. P. Smith.) 


Question proposed, ‘‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. CRIPPS: I think the words of 
my Amendment which appears further 
down in the Paper, are very much the 
game as those in the Amendment of the 
hon. Member, but slightly more definite 
in form. The words which I proposed to 
submit are to insert after “Scotland,” “ or 
deviate from, or are repugnant to the 
general law.” What the Lord Advocate 
proposes is that we should have some 
control, in the form of a confirmation Bill 
or some other form. But that is not the 
same control as sending a Bill to a special 
Committee, the Police ‘and Sanitary Com- 
mittee, and getting a special report from 
that Committee. I do not think it is 
necessary to argue that we ought to keep 
this legislative power sufficiently under 
our own control, and the words which | 
propose are intended to retain that power 
in cases of real importance. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
May I point out to the Lord Advocate 
that the effect of these Amendments 
would be to hamper the whole purpose of 
the Bill, because when you introduce a 
Bill into this House it means in many 
cases an alteration of the general law. 
You could never bring in a Bill for the 
Corporation of Glasgow, for instance, 
without some little amendment of the 
general law, and | cannot conceive of any 


procedure under this Bill which would 
‘not make some such change. 
Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 


Hallam): If I understand the words of 
the Lord Advocate, they are not limited 
to the new cases, but are so wide as to 
cover the Amendment of the hon. Mem- 
ber. I confess I am a little afraid to put 
in words which might, by including one 
class of cases, exclude another. Tf w e 
adopt the Lord Advocate’s words, we shall 
be able to designate the class of cases 
referred to by simply passing in each 
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session a Sessional Order similar to that 
by which we now refer such cases to the 
Police and Sanitary Committee. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The hon. 
Member for Sheffield has so well stated 
the case that I have really nothing to add. 


Question put, and negatived. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 13, after ‘Scotland, to 
insert, ‘or which raise any such question of 
policy or principle.’ °—(Vhe Lord Advocate.) 


Question, “That those words be there 
inserted,” put and agreed to. 


Amendment proposed— 


leave out ‘that 


“In page 2, line 22, to 
—(Captain 


notices published and ‘served and.’ 
Sinclair.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I may say at 
once that I propose to pass over all 
questions of notices till the Report stage. 
I think the matter may be summarised 
thus. We discussed the question last time, 
and the feeling of the Committee was that 
for the Provisional Order system pure 
and simple we should, if possible, have 
rather a less expensive mode of procedure. 
On the other hand, if the matter has to 
go onasa Private Bill, it is quite clear 
we should have to amend the Standing 
Orders in that sense. There are two 
plans: either you have to have this 
question determined before notices are 
served, or you have to have an alternate 
notice. What I feel is that one would 
be ina much better position to give an 
intelligent consideration to the point 
when we have the Bill in its final form. 
Therefore I propose, with the permission 
of the House, to leave over this question 
of the notices until the Report stage. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I think the Amend- 
ment which stands in my name will really 
come within the principle which the Lord 
Advocate has just stated, but if he desires 
it to be left over I do not desire to bring 
it up at the present time. What I want 
to point out is that nothing in this Bill 
ought to interfere with the power of this 
House to deal with its own procedure or 
its own Standing Orders. My Amend- 
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ment was only to ensure that that right | proposal seemed to be of an extraordi- 


was preserved. With regard to the inter- 
communication of procedure, where the 
procedure under this Bill or the ordinary 
Private Bill procedure is adopted, it seems 
to me to be essential, if this Bill is to be a 
success, that where the Chairman holds 
that a particular procedure ought to be 
by Private Bill, and not under the terms 
of this Act, the notices and so on which 
have already been given should not be 
thrown away, but should be applicable to 
procedure by Private Bill. I may illus- 
trate the point by the procedure in con- 
nection with the Light Railways Commis- 
sioners, where the entire separation of the 
procedure has created very great difti- 
culty. I hope before the Report stage 
the Lord Advocate will see his way to 
preserve the control of this House over 
this procedure, and also to make sure that 
when the Chairman says particular pro- 
posals ought to come before this House 
all the expenditure up to that date in 
regard to notices and matters of that kind 
should not be thrown away, but be able 
to be utilised in connection with the other 
procedure. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: If I were deal- 
ing with this Amendment alone, I should 
be perfectly happy to take the hon. Mem- 
ber’s suggestion, but really I think the 
whole matter must be considered. 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: The Amendment 
standing in my name deals with another 
small point upon notices, which I am 
content to leave to the Lord Advocate. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. CLARK: This next Amendment 
is to leave out the last words of the clause, 
but I do not think I will move it. 


Mr. CRIPPS: As I have a similar pro- 
posal to this on the Paper, may I say that 
I hope that under no conditions will these 
last three lines be inserted. Nor are they 
in the least necessary. It is a most im- 
portant proposal affecting the procedure 
of this House. We deal with this matter 
by Standing Order. I do not think my 
right hon. friend can find any instance 
where by Statute this House disentitles 
itself to take into consideration any peti- 
tions. There is no such case, as far as I 
know, in constitutional law, and I have 
hunted through all the books, because this 


Mr. Cripps. 


narily unconstitutional character. The 
procedure under the Standing Orders of 
the House will practically arrive at the 
same result, and if my learned friend will 
accede to that, and not seek to put a 
statutory disability upon this House, | 
am quite content with what he will settle. 
It is most important that you should not 
allow the privileges of this House to be 
controlled even by Statute. I beg to move 
the omission of these lines. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2, line 26, to leave out from the 
word ‘ Parliament ’ to the end of the clause.”— 
(Mr. Cripps.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): This appears to me to be a 
most important subject, and [ was rather 
surprised to hear that the hon. Member 
for Caithness did not propose to move 
his Amendment. The importance of the 
matter is emphasised by the fact that you 
have Amendments from all quarters of 
the House to the same effect. The hon. 
and learned Gentleman who has just spoken 
has thoroughly well explained the consti- 
tutional aspect of the case, and I trust 
the House will accept this Amendment. 

Dr. CLARK: I did not move my 
Amendment because we discussed the 
point fully on the first clause. The ques- 
tion is whether it should be compulsory 
or not. I think after the Government 
have agreed that everything can come 
before us, and we can have a Report stage 
where it is necessary, and a Third Reading, 
we should give way to them on this point, 
and that is why I did not move. This is 
merely raising the question again in a 
bad form. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The truth is 
this Amendment is very nearly out of 
order, because we have already decided, 
although we did not go to a Division, that 
when you want anything which in the old 
days could be got by Private Bill, you 
should apply for a Provisional Order. It 
is not quite out of order, because if the 


' Amendment were carried the result would 


be that we could do either. But my hon. 
and learned friend’s argument, if carried 
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out, would obviously make it impossible 


to have a Bill to deal with private legisla- 
tion at all, because all private legislation 
procedure at the present moment is 


necessarily an infringement of the Stand- , 


ing Orders of this House; and if his 
position is right that you never can by 
Act tie up the powers of this House in 
regard to anything which is dealt with 
by Standing Orders, it is quite obvious 
that you cannot have an Act at all to deal 
with private legislation procedure. But 
really this clause, as it stands, does not 
alter or interfere with the general powers 
of this House with regard to petitions. 
It simply carries out what we have 
already determined in the “may” and 
“ shall ” discussion. 


Sir F. S. POWELL (Wigan): I do 
not like to interfere even with one word 
in the course of a Scotch debate, but I 
confess I always had a great dislike to the 
lines now before us. It certainly does ap- 
pear to me that they impair in the most 
important manner the liberties and almost 
the rights of the subject. While I desire 
to coneur in what my hon. and learned 
friend has said as to the privileges and 
rights of Parliament, I should greatly 
regret, having regard to my experience as 
Chairman of the Police and Sanitary Com- 
mittee, these lines forming part of this 
clause. 


*Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrew, W.): 
The provision in Clause 1 is so clear that 
there is really no necessity for this sub-see- 
tion. I do not think they formed any part 
of the Bill of last year, and if I remember 
the proceedings in the Committee rightly 
they were introduced at the instance of 
the Lord Advocate. I regret he now pro- 
poses to retain them, because, in view of 
the clear nature of the provision in Clause 


1, it is not desirable that these lines should 


stand. 


*Mr. J. E. ELLIS (Nottingham, Rush- 
cliffe): I beg to join in everything that 
has been said as to the inexpediency, not 
to say danger, of these lines. I am not 
quite sure that it conduces to the rapid 
progress of the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee for the Lord Advocate to say after 
you, Sir, have put it from the chair, that 


the Amendment is more or less out of | 
‘If the right has been taken away by the 


order. 
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Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I did not say 


it was out of order. I said it was nearly 
out of order, and I gave my reasons for 
thinking so. 


*Mr. J. E. ELLIS: I thought I heard 
the right hon. Member say it was nearly out 
of order ; if he did not say so I was mis- 
taken. The hon. and learned Member 
opposite has given very fully the constitu- 
tional aspect of the matter, and surely we 
have no right to limit the power of the 
House in this way. If the hon. Member 
presses his Amendment to a Division, I 
shall support him in the lobby. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I only want to say one 
word in answer to what the Lord Advyo- 
cate has said. His view is that so far as 
the rights and privileges of this House are 
concerned they have been settled in Sub- 
section 1. There I quite agree with him. 
If his desire is, so far as the individual is 
concerned, to direct the way in which he 
should make application in the future, 
that point we have dealt with already in 
Sub-section 1. These three lines have no 
effect upon that, except so far as they 
detail the duties of this House in matters 
of procedure. That is to say, this House 
would be under statutory disabilities as 
regards entertaining such petitions or 
petitioners. You may put the disability 
on the petitioner, but that is entirely a 
different point. I hope the Lord Advo 
cate or the First Lord of the Treasury 
will see that these words are unnecessary. 


Mr. SOUTTAR (Duntfriesshire) : I 
quite agree that this matter was dis- 
cussed under the first section of the Bill, 
but I thought that the decision arrived 
at was an exceedingly bad decision. 
Therefore I am very glad it has been 
brought up again, and that one or two 
men of eminence have taken the side of 
the subject in this matter. I feel certain 
the time will come when hon. Members 
will realise that they are making a great 
mistake in parting with a constitutional 
right of the subject which is almost as 
important as freedom of speech, and 
which has existed for many, many 
centuries. This is not the first time 
Parliament has attempted to infringe 


upon that right, but the attempt has not 


been successful. The Lord Advocate 
seems to me, in the present case, in these 
three lines, to be adding insult to injury. 
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first clause, why repeat the operation | I understand, my lon. and learned friend 
here? Ido hope that in so important , wishes to preserve certain rights of Par- 
a matter a Division will be taken, and I | liament, and if that can be done better by 
should support the Amendment. Standing Order or by some other words, 
we are all agreed it should be done, but I 
Mr. A. G. MURRAY: If my hon. and , earnestly trust the Committee — will 
learned friend’s objection is to the form’ sustain the Lord Advocate in the view 
of the words, I am perfectly willing to he has taken in regard to the necessity of 
take that into consideration along with | something like this being inserted, and 
the other questions of procedure. As I | reject the Amendment if it is pressed toa 
understand, that is really all he wants to | Division. 
raise, as he recognises that we have | 
settled the whole question in the “may”} Mr. CALDWELL: Nothing in the 
and “shall” Division. I am not quite | words of the first clause would interfere 
certain what the hon. Member for Not-| with the right of any person to petition 
tingham meant, because I do not know | this House in the usual way for leave to 
that he was in the House when the | bring ina Bill. At the same time there 
previous decision was come to, and there- | is a constitutional right of this House to 
fore perhaps he has not borne in mind | listen to petitions, and if these words 
that the House has already decided that | were retained there would be no power to 
it is a necessity that people should come | this House to give leave to introduce a 
by this method for a Provisional Order, | Private Bill notwithstanding the words of 
leaving it to the Chairmen to relegate the Clause 1. We have never yet cut out the 
proposal to the Private Bill procedure if | right of any person in this country to 
necessary. Perhaps if I agree to con-| petition this House, or the right of this 
sider the form of words he will be satis-| House to consent to that petition by 
fied, but the hon. Member cannot expect | giving leave to bring in a Bill. So that, 
me togive way on this, seeing that we | after all, this matter raises not the ques- 
have already taken the sense of the House | tion of the right of the pvtitioner, which 
upon the question. is involved in Clause 1—we have decided 
that—but the right of this House, upon 
Mr. CRIPPS: In regard to what the |a petition being presented to them, to 
Lord Advocate has said, although I believe | say “ We will allow this matter to come 
I am entirely in accord with the hon. in by Private Bill.” This House has 
Member for Nottingham, Ido not at all always kept within its own hands the 
want to take up the time of the Com- right of anyone to come to them direct. 
mittee ; and as the Lord Advocate has We are dealing now with the right to 
promised to consider the question, I ask come to this House and with the constitu- 
leave to withdraw the Amendment. tional right of this House to say “ Not- 
withstanding Clause 1 we will allow you 
Sir CHARLES CAMERON : [entirely to proceed by Private Bill.” 
object to the Amendment being withdrawn, 
I do not see the use of wasting time dis- Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
cussing the question, and then not coming |The Lord Advocate has promised to con- 
to some definite understanding as to what. sider this matter, and I would suggest 
is going to be done. If the matter has | that he might take into account the action 
been settled you do not want the words, | of Parliament in reference to two matters 
and there is no use in settling it twice. which were formally settled by the action 
of the House. In the first place there was 
Mr. ROBERT WALLACE (Perth): | the matter of Divorce Bills, and then the 
It was absolutely settled under Clause 1 | right of eleetors to come to this House 
of this Bill that it was compulsory to | with regard to a controverted election for 
come under this Bill, and at first I must | the decision of the House. Nothing could 
confess I thought the last part of this | be more constitutional than the right of 
section was unnecessary. But on con- | this House alone to consider such applica- 
sideration I begin to doubt that, and there | tions. But by Act of Parliament this 
may possibly he cases where these words | House concurred in depriving itself of that 
would be necessary. There is nothing to | right and vested it in a Committee of 
prevent them coming in the other way, | the House. I would suggest that the Lord 
unless some such words are inserted. As} Advocate should in considering the 
{ 


Mr. Souttar. 





1545 


matte 
accou 


Mr 
stitut 
right 
Bodn 
shoul 
favou 
made 
the 1 
altho 
to ex 
part 
Comr 
to thi 


Mi 
to ac 
will 
Hous 
Court 
must 


Mi 
prese 
divor 
This 
matte 
the ] 
was | 


Aclan 
Asquit 
Atkin 
Bailey 

Salear 
Balfou 
Balfou 
Banbu 
Barnes 

salry, 
Bartor 
Bathu 
Beach, 

sege, 
Beresfe 
Bethel 


. Bhown 


Blakis 
Blund 
Bond, 
Sosea) 
Bousfi 
Bowle: 
Brodri 
Brook! 
Bryce, 
Butel 
Campe 
Campt 
Carmi 
Caven 
Cawle: 
Cecil, | 


nd 


“ill 
ew 

of 
nd 
Oa 


he 


on 
to 


to 


to 


1's 
on 
as 
he 
ise 
‘or 
ld 


"a- 
118 
at 
of 
rd 


he 


1545 Private Legislation 
matter take these analogous subjects into 
account. 


Mr. CRIPPS: In regard to the con- 
stitutional principle referred to by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Bodmin, I should like to say that I 
should cite both his illustrations in 
favour of the proposal I have 
made. In regard to election petitions, 
the right is preserved to this House, 
although it would find it very inconvenient 
to exercise it, to interfere. The judicial 
part of the inquiry has been sent to a 
Committee, but a report has to be made 
to this House. 


Mr. COURTNEY: But you are bound 
to accept the decision. My hon. friend 
will not for a moment urge that this 
House could controvert the finding of the 
Court which had unseated a Member. — It 
must act upon that conclusion. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I think this House 
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country at all, and anybody who wanted 
a divorce had to come for an Act of Par- 
liament. So far as Ireland is concerned, 
that procedure holds good to the present 
day. When the matter was brought for 
the first time within the area of the law 
courts you had to pass laws in order to 
allow divorce to take place without Act 
of Parliament. There is no analogy be- 
tween that and what we are dealing with 
here. I hope my hon. friend will not go 
to a Division, asI should not be able to 
support him, seeing that all I desire is 
that this House should be protected, and 
the Lord Advocate has promised to con- 
sider that between now and the Report 


stage. 


Dr. CLARK: This is a thing which 
could be done either by a section in the 
Bill, which would equally affect the pro- 
cedure of both Houses, or it could be 
done by us under our Standing Orders. 
I think the wiser course is to do it so that 
and this 





preserves its control. 
divorce is an entirely 


The question of 
different 
This House has nothing to do with the 


point. 


matter going before the courts, but until 


the Divorce Court 


Acland-Hood, Capt.SirAlexF. 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbt. Hen. 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manehr) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. G. W.(Leeds) 
Banbury, Frederic George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Bathurst, Hon. Allen B. 
Beach, RtHnSirM. H. (Bristol) 
Segoe, Ferdinand Faitbfull 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 


. Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 


Blakiston- Houston. John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Sousfield, William Robert 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’s Lynn 
srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Butcher, John George 
Campell,Rt. Hn.J.A.(Glasgow 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Cavendish, F. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cawley, Frederick 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) ! 


was instituted there 
was no legal right for divorce in this 


AYES. 


Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain,Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon Thos. H. A.E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cranborne, Viscount 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 
Crombie, John William 
Cruddas, Wm. Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 


Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxforé, William Theodore 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Ferguson, R. C. M. (Leith) 
Finlay, Sir Robert B. 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, Sir R. Penrose- 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 


it equally affects both Houses ; 
is, I believe, the better form. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided : Ayes, 206 ; 
Noes, 72. (Division List No. 196.) 


Foster. Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fowler, Rt. Hon. Sir H. 

Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, Wm. Johnson 
Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Giles, Charles Tyrell 

Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton,Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hamond, Sir C. (Neweastle) 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Hanson. Sir Reginald 

Hatch, Ernest Frederick Geo. 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Heath, James 

Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt.Hon. CharlesH. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Samuel (Norwich) 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 
Humphreys-Owen Arthur C.. 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N. R.) 
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.Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Jolliffe, Hon. H. George 
Kearley, Hudson E 
Kennaway. Rt. Hon.SirJohnH. 
Kimber, Henry 
Kin », Sir Henry Seymour 
Kinloch, SirJohnGeorgeSmy th 
Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lle »wely n,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Loder, ‘Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp'l) 
Lubbock, Rt. Hon. tir John 
— is-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Iver, SirLewisyEdinb’h),W. 
Macolm, [an 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Martin, Biddulph 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn. SirHerbertE. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Monk, Charles James 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Chas. James 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Beaumont, Wentworth C. B. 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, gr ewe Dolling 

Caldw ell, « James 

C arvill, P. George Hamilton 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G. B.(Caithnes-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Commins, Andrew 

Curran, —— (Sligo, 5.) 
Dalziel, James Ft 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, ( ‘aptain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Du-kworth, James 

Dunn, Sir William 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gibney, James 


Question proposed, “ That Clause 2 as, stand it as it stood in the original Bill. 
amended, stand part of the Bill.” 


EDMUND 


down 


Mr. 


had put an 


Private Legislation 


ROBERTSON: I 
Amendment to 
reject Clause 2, because I did not under- | 


{COMMONS} 


Montagu,Hn.J. Scott (Hants.) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. ) 


Procedure (Scotland) Bill. 


Morgan, Hon. F.(Monm’tish.) | 


Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 
Morton, Arthur H.A. Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHn: AGraham(Bute 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath) 
Myers, William Henry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington,R. (Lanes Newton) 
Plat'-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin. ) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
Ric hardson, J.(Darham, S. E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rothse — Hon. Lionel W. 
Round, James 
Russell, Gen. F. S. (Cheltenh.) 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. 8. (Limehouse) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 


NOES. 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 

Gold, Charles 

Gourley, Sir Edward T. 
Gurdon, Sir William B. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Healy, Thomas J. (Wexford) 
Holden, Sir Angus 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Joicey, Sir James 

Jordon, Jeremiah 

Leng, Sir John 

Lewis, John Herbert 
Maealeese, Daniel 

MacNeil, John Gordon Swift 
M ‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Mendl, 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
(’Connor, Arthur (Dunegal) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Palmer,SirCharlesM (Durham 
Paulton, James Mellor 


Sigismund Ferdinand 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


clause has now, 
transformed that it would 
to take the course I had intended. 
clear that the important stage of this 
Bill will be the Report stage, and there- 
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Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Smith, Hon. W. F.D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 
Stanley, Hon. A. (Ormskirk) 
| Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stock, James Henry 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles E rnest 
Ure, Alexander 
Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 
Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds S.) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Williams, Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcertersh N.) 
Wilson-Todd,Wm.H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Woodall, William 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmzduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


.B. Stuart- 


Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Jo-eph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robson, Williain Snowdon 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Scott, Chas. Prestwich (Leigh) 


Shaw, Charles * (Stattord) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Spicer, Albert 


Steadman, Willian: Charles 
Strachey, Edward 

Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, IT’. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Weir, Tsien Callens 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Wills, Sir W illiat Henry 


W ilson, — (Govan) 
Wilson, J. H. (Middh s rough 
Woods, same 


THE NOES— 
Cameron and 


TELLERS FOR 
Sir Charles 
Mr. Souttar. 


The 
been so entirely 
ridiculous 
It is 


however, 
be 
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fore a prolonged discussion at this stage | 


of the Bill would be superfiuous ; there- 
fore I shall not oppose Clause 2 at this 


stage, but I wish to reserve my right to | 


deal with it on the Report stage when we 
know what the Bill really is. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause, as amended, agreed to. 
lause 3 :— 


Mr. J. P. SMITH : The Amendment 
I propose will make the matter simpler 
by inserting the words, “If the Chairmen 
report in favour of,” instead of putting it 
in a negative way. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 2 leave out lines 31 and 32, and 
insert, ‘ [f the Chairmen report in favour of.’” 
—(Mr Pa ker Smith.) 


Question proposed, “That lines 31 and 
32 stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I am afraid 
that I am not in a position to accept the 
words of my hon. friend’s Amendment. 


Mr. CRIPPS : I think the Lord Advo- 
cate will agree with me that the Secretary 
for Scotland should not be allowed to 
grant a Provisional Order unless he has 
satistied the Chairmen of both Houses of 
Parliament. I think it is a mere ques- 
tion of words, but the Lord Advocate 
cannot really mean to allow this pro- 
cedure to be adopted without some inti- 


mation to the Chairmen. I hope the | 
right hon. Gentleman will consider 


whether the words would not allow the 
Secretary for Scotland to proceed with- 
out a Report being made, and whether it 
is not a proper thing to do to keep 
within the ordinary procedure of the 
House. 


Mr. CALDWELL: There is no com- 
pulsion under the Bill for the Chairman to 
give a Report atall. Whether this House 
may insist upon this being done is a 
matter we have not to deal with now. 
After the Amendment has been put in 
the clause there might not be any Report 
at all made, and the result would be that 
the whole thing would be at a standstill. 
In the interest of procedure I do think 
that the words in the Bill are absolutely 
necessary. 


VOL. LXXIL —— [Fourtx Sertes.] 
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‘that the Bill 
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Mr. J. P. SMITH: If such a case 
occurs, and no Report is made, it is better 
should come before this 


House. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW ( Hawick 


| Burghs): If there is no opposition to a 


Bill it appears to me to be a very extra- 
ordinary thing that the Secretary for Scot- 
land should put the promoters to the 
expense of going through the whole of 
these formalities of bringing up witnesses 
and engaging counsel on the spot. I beg 
to move. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 37, to leave out from 
‘shall’ to ‘direct,’ in line 39.°-—(Mr. Thomas 
Shaw.) 


Question proposed—“ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: It appears to 
me that upon this point my hen. and 


‘learned friend and myself must be at 


| does not really wish that. 


‘friend. I 


cross-purposes. The clause says “shall 
if there is any opposition.” We are all 
agreed that if there is any opposition 
the Secretary for Scotland ought to 


direct an inquiry. The clause also 
goes on to provide that the Secre- 
tary for Scotland may order an 


inquiry in any case where he_ thinks 
that an inquiry is necessary. Does 
my hon. friend wish to insist upon an in- 
quiry if the Secretary for Scotland con- 
siders that an inquiry is unnecessary? [ 
cannot help thinking that my hon. friend 
If there is no 
opposition, let them have the Bill; but 
surely there are a great many cases in 
which you are not entitled to have your 
Bill, although nobody objects, for I think 
the preamble of a Bill should be proved. 
There are certain facts which ought to be 
proved in all cases before you get your 


Bill. 
Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : [have 


an Amendment in identical terms to the 
one which has been moved by my hon. 
understand that the local 
inquiry is to take the place of the inquiry 
before the Committee. You are propos- 
ing to create an inquiry before a panel 


which will have all the apparatus now in 
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existence, and what we ask ourselves now 
is, why is it nécessary in the case of an 
unopposed measure under the new system 
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‘enabling the Chairman of Ways and 


that there should be an inquiry when it is | 
thinks the reasons are sufficient for him 


not necessary in the case of an unopposed 


Bill under the present system ? We desire | 
present time the possibility of directing 


that there should not be introduced into 


this Bill as part of the new system a| 


formal inquiry which was found to be 
unnecessary under the old system. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: It is quite | 


true that in the case of an unopposed Bill | 


there is no inquiry at present, but then 
you have opportunities of control which 
are now possessed by this House. But 
suppose I put in the words which my 
hon. friend has suggested. Hon. Members 
would then be able to get up and say, “It 
is all very well for this House to do this ; 
here you are going to allow a tribunal 
on the spot, under the direction of a 
Government Department, and is it safe 
to allow that without an inquiry where 
there are proper circumstances for an 
inquiry to be held?” There is no com- 
pulsion put upon the Secretary for Scot- 
land to hold an inquiry, and if he does 
direct an inquiry and the tribunal reports 
against it he cannot grant the Order at all. 
Therefore, so far from increasing his powers 
this really diminishes them. I should have 
thought that the general feeling of the 
House would have been rather in favour 
of making an inquiry possible wherever 
there appeared to be a necessity for such 
inquiry. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I quite agree that 
there is a great deal to be said for the 
case in which the Secretary for Scotland 
may direct an inquiry. When a Bill 
comes into this House unopposed we have 
the Second Reading stage at which matters 
of this kind may be referred to. I can 
myself quite conceive many cases in which 
it should be possible for the Secretary for 
Scotland to direct an inquiry. I think 
the greatest danger to a community often 
arises in an unopposed Bill, and I think the 
Secretary for Scotland should have the 
power where he has the least doubt to 
direct an inquiry, notwithstanding the 
fact that no one has appeared in opposi- 
tion in answer to the notices which have 
been issued. 
mixo® 

Mr. COURTNEY: At present in the 
ease of an unopposed Bill there is, under 
the existing Standing Orders, a provision 

Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


Means to recommend to the House in 
matters of unopposed Bills that they 
should be treated as opposed Bills if he 
to act upon. So that there is at the 
that an unopposed Bill shall be treated 
as an opposed Bill, and that is precisely 
the power which we desire to see given 
to the Secretary for Scotland. 


*Mr. RENSHAW: I think it is desirable 


that the Secretary for Scotland should 


have an option in the matter, because it 
is obvious that in some cases questions 
might arise as to the desirability of an 
Act applying to some particular locality 
powers which had been obtained for 
another locality, but which, in the public 
interest it was undesirable should be 
extended to perhaps a smaller locality, 
or one differently situated. Difficulties 
of this sort could be avoided if the 
Secretary for Scotland exercised this 
power. I think that is a very important 
matter. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
There is a great deal of force in the hon. 
Gentleman’s observations, but it must be 
remembered that an inquiry may be 
necessary although there is no opposition. 
As my hon. friend behind me said, there 
may be some public interests involved 
which may require an inquiry. But 
where I think there is a great difference 
between the Lord Advocate and my two 
hon. friends is that the Lord Advocate 


appears to look on the Secretary for 


Scotland as the equivalent for the House 
of Commons, which he is not. At present 
an unopposed Bill in its different stages 
is in the hands of the House of Commons, 
and there are many opportunities of 
finding out anything that may be 
objectionable in it. It is proposed that 
the Secretary for Scotland should deter- 
mine whether there should be a further 
inquiry and a_ further impediment 
in the way of an unopposed Bill, 
buu is he the proper person to have 
that power? The Secretary for Scotland 
is a political officer at the head of a public 
Department, and we cannot always be 


‘certain that he will take the same general 


view of questions as would be taken by 
the House of Commons or by some 
Committee of the House to which its 
powers are delegated I think it would 
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be safer in this respect to enlarge the 
powers of the Chairmen. Let them have 
tthe power of deciding whether a Bill, 
although unopposed, ought to be the sub- 
ject of further inquiry. 
with all respect not only of the present 
Secretary for Scotland but of all Secre- 
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taries for Scotland, but I have a little | 
lurking suspicion that sometimes they | 


may be moved by reasons of their own to 
take a particular action in reference to a 
Private Bill, and on that ground I think 


{19 JunE 1899} 


I wish to speak | 
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/to get from the Lord Advocate an ex- 
| planation of the modified proposals of the 
| Government. My proposal is to leave 
| out “Commissioners,” in order to insert 
“a Joint Committee of the two Houses of 
Parliament appointed by the Standing 
| Joint Committee.” That would enable 
the panel to be composed of Scottish 
Peers and Scottish Members of Parlia- 
'ment. I should like to hear from the 
Lord Advocate an explanation of the 
Amendments which stand in his name. 


it would be safer and more in accordance | 


with past practice and constitutional prin- | 
ciples if this power of putting a great im- | 


pediment and great expense on persons 
promoting a Private Bill should be con- 


ferred on the Chairmen, or should be | 


-dealt with in some other way to that pro- 
posed. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I do not wish 
to introduce a discordant note into the 
pleasant proceedings of this Committee, 
but I desire to point out that the Secre- 
tary for Scotland would be master of the 
whole proceedings. He could issue the 
Order with such observations as he chose, 
and after all he would be in precisely the 
same position as the official chief of any 


other Department which has the power | 
of issuing Provisional Orders, such as the | 


Board of Trade and the Local Govern- 
ment Board. I am_ not 
superior position for the Secretary for 
‘Seotland, but I am putting him in the 
ordinary position of a chief of a Depart- 


ment which has power to issue Provisional | 


Orders. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I certainly | 


have no desire to put the House to an 
unnecessary Division. 


Bill emerges from Committee, and I shall 
accordingly reserve any further action 
until the Report stage. I am at one 


with the right hon. Gentleman as regards | 
the expediency on public grounds of | 


having a small supplementary inquiry, 
but what I desire to avoid is that any 
officer of State should have the power of 


turning an unopposed Bill practically | 


into an opposed measure, and _ inflict 
expense on the promoters. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Dr. CLARK: I move the Amend- 
ment which stands in my name, in order 


asking any | 


The control that | 
the House will have will ultimately | 
largely depend on the shape in which the | 


Amendment proposed — 


“In page 3, line 1, to leave out ‘Com- 
| missioners,’ and insert ‘a Joint Committee of 
the two Houses of Parliament appointed by the 
Standing Joint Committee.’”—(Dr. Clark.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘ Commissioners ’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The scheme of 
the Bill as it originally stood was that 
there should be a panel of 25 persons, the 
only criterion being that they were to be 
men of affairs, and Members of Parliament 
should be nominated on the panel before 
they could serve on committees of inquiry. 
During the Debate on the Second Reading 
an appeal was made by the Leader of the 
Opposition that we should consider the 
desirability of having this work done by 
Members of Parliament, and I told him 
that I would be glad to meet his views, 
although I could not go the whole way in 
| the direction indicated. Then I put down 
the Amendment which stands in my name. 
I took the bulk of what I consider the 
/very excellent suggestion of my _ hon. 
‘friend the Member for North Ayrshire, 
namely, that instead of putting Members 
of Parliament on this panel we should 
make them eligible as Commissioners, 
and then have other Commissioners as 
well, giving a hint to the selecting parties 
that they should use Members of Parlia 
ment whenever they could get them. 
Since the Amendment appeared on 
the Paper I have gathered that it would 
certainly be very agreeable to hon. 
Members on the other side of the House 
if I put in words of preferential import, 
and accordingly that is what I propose 
todo. Hon. Members will feel that I have 
gone as far as I can, and that I cannot quite 
go the length of cutting out other people, 
| because then our scheme might break 
| down. There are practically three 
' schemes on the Paper. The scheme of the 
| hon. Baronet the Member for the Bridge- 
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ton Division has no ordinary panel. He 
does not take outsiders at all, but he takes 
50 Peers 
of Commons, and divides them into 50 
groups of two each. Then the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for the Border 
Burghs takes all Scotch Members of 
Parli: ment and 15 Scotch Members of the | 
House of Lords ; and the hon. Member for 
Kineardineshire takes 20 Peers, 20 Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons, and 10 | 
other persons, and provides for five Chair- | 
men. The scheme which we propose to 
submit to the House as a compromise is 
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based on the suggestion of the hon. | 
Member for North Ayrshire. We pro- 


pose to make Members of both Houses 
of Parliament eligible as Commissioners, 
to take 25 other persons, and to put in 
words of preferential selection. With 
that explanation I will read exactly how 
Clauses 4 and 5 will stand if my Amend- 
ment is carried. Clause 
follows :— 

“On or before the first day of January next 
after commencement of this Act there shall be 
formed a panel of persons (hereinafter referred 
to as the panel) qualified by experience of 
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| 


and 50 Members of the House | 
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*Srr CHARLES CAMERON: The 
right hon. Gentleman has referred to the 
various schemes on the Paper, but any- 


| one can see that any of them is infinitely 
| more satisfactory as regards one important 


| point than his scheme. 


He proceeds on 
the assumption that the Secretary for 
Scotland and the Chairmen shall do this 
work. Why not use the machinery of the 
House of Commons. If the Secretary for 
Scotland wants a panel, I am content to 
have a panel as a stand by, but why 
should we not have a Committee appointed 
in the same way as a Committee of this 
House? The Chairmen have nothing to 
‘do in the appointment of Committees, 


that work being done by the Committee 


| of Selection. On 


/exclude Scottish 


4 will be as! 
| Committee of Selection excluding Scot- 


affairs to act as Commissioners under this Act. | 


The panel shall be formed in manner follow- 
ing ; that is to say :—(a) The Chairmen, acting 
jointly with the Secretary for Scotland, after 
such preliminary inquiries as may be neces- 
sary, shall nominate 25 persons qualified as 
aforesaid to be placed on the panel hereinbefore 
mentioned. The persons so nominated shall 
remain on the panel for five years, and any 
-casual vacaney on the panel caused by death, 
resignation, or disqualification shall be filled 
up Dy the chairmen acting jointly with the 
Secretary for Scotland. (b) At the expiration 
of every period of five years the panel shall be 
re-formed in like manner and with the like 
incidents. 


Clause 5 will read :— 


“ When it is determined that Commissioners 
shall be appointed for the purpose of inquiring 


as to the propriety of issuing a Provisional | 


Order or Orders under this Act the Secretary | 
for Scotland, acting jointly with the Chair- | 
men, 
and magnitude of the provisions in the pro- 
posed Order or Orders, appoint as Commis- 


sioners three persons being Members of either | 


House of Parliament, or in default of such | 
Member or Members willing to serve being | 
a person or persons nominated on the panel, 
and shall at the same time nominate one such | 
person or Member as chairman.” 


shall be preferential selettion of Members | 


of Parliament, and that at the same time 


our scheme shall not break down in the | 


event of their not being available. 


Mr. Al. G, Murray. 


the Second Reading L 
moved the rejection of the Bill on 
the ground that it would practically 
Members from  con- 
sidering Scottish Private Bill legislation. 
rhere is a long standing rule of the 
tish Members from the consideration of 
Scottish Bills. Inthe Amendment I have 
placed on the paper I have expressly 
barred that custom, and my proposal is 
that in nominating Peers or Members of 
the House of Commons on the various 
panels under this Act the Committees of 
Selection shall not have regard to any 
precedent or usage excluding Scottish 
Peers or Members representing Scottish 
constituencies from serving on committees 
on Scottish Private Bills, but shall have 
regard solely to the fact of their having 
no personal or local interest in orders 
likely to be proposed in connection with 


the group of counties in respect of 
‘which each panel is nominated. What 
I consider an essential point is that 
'the Committee of Selection should 
nominate the panel, and that it 
|should be nominated so as not to 
exclude Scottish Members. It was 
urged in the course of the Debate 


shall, with due regard to the character | 


on the Second Reading that there were 
| many considerations for including 
Scottish Members, and the right hon. 
Gentleman assented to what was said by 
the noble Lord the Secretary for Scotland, 
that if we could get a Parliamentary 
| tribunal it would be eminently satisfae- 


tory and would command the confidence 
I think I have made it clear that there | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 


of the people of Scotland. The only 
objection put forward by the noble Lord 
was that we could not get Members of 
either House to serve, that it would be 
extremely inconvenient to have to go 
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dlown to local inquiries, and that there- 
fore there should be a panel of outside 
persons. The basis of my proposal is | 
that we should give the Parliamentary 
panel a chance exactly as the right hon. 
Gentleman now proposes, and that failing 
that we should have the fancy panel | 
which the noble Lord the Secretary for | 
Scotland has so elaborately devised, 
selected in any way he chooses, which 
would bea supplemental panel to be called 
on in case Members of Parliament could | 
not be got to serve. I do not believe | 
there will be the smallest difficulty in| 
getting Members of Parliament to serve, 
but it is necessary that we should place a 
bar on the exclusion of Scottish Members 
or Peers. You will get Members to 
serve if you select a panel large enough, | 
and the Members who will be willing to | 
serve will have a sufficient knowledge of | 
Scottish affairs to make an investigation | 
of the sort proposed a matter, not of | 
drudgery, but of interest. The radical | 
fault of the right hon. Gentleman’s pro- 
posal appears to me to be that the selec- | 
tion is to be made, not by the tribunal | 
entrusted by this House to select 
Members to serve on Parliamentary 
Committees, but by a new tribunal 
consisting of the Secretary for Scotland 
and the Chairmen of the two Houses, who 
have no special knowledge of the subject, 
and upon whom the duty is imposed for | 
the first time. I must say it is a most | 
invidious function. It is not a matter of 
principle, but it is a matter of adopting 
existing machinery instead of the novel 
and revolutionary machinery proposed by | 
the right hon. Gentleman. We should | 
hand over the selection to the Committee 
of Selection, and we should ensure that | 
the fact of a Member being a Scottish 
Member should not be a bar to his serving 
on the proposed Committees. The work 
of these Committees would not be hard. 
There were only twelve Bills brought | 
forward last Session to which this pro- 
posal would apply, and the Railway 
Commissioners dispose of their business 
at the rate of one measure per day. 
Accordingly I do not see any chance 
whatever of the supplemental panel 
being called on, but I have not the 
smallest objection to its existence. But the | 
selection of the Parliamentary panel | 
should be made in accordance with 
Parliamentary practice, and a Committee | 
nominated by the Committees of Selection 
would command very much more public 


Private Legislation 


{19 JUNE 


ithe right hon. Gentleman 
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confidence in Scotland than a Committee 
selected by the Chairmen of thetwo Houses, 
who, from their position, have absolutely no 
special knowledge as to the qualifications 
of Members of Parliament. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I presume this is only a preliminary dis- 


' cussion, and that the time will come to 


consider the whole details of the plan 
the Lord 
Advocate will submit to the Committee. 
I must say that his proposal seems to 
meet, to a large extent, the views we 


| have expressed on this side of the House, 


and I thank the Government and the 


right hon. Gentleman for going so far in 


that direction. It would, of course, have 
been more agreeable to our desires if 
there had been a possibility of confining 
the panel to Scotch Members and Scotch 
Peers. There may be a difficulty in the 
way of that, but I think that my hon. 
friend who has just sat down was 
justified in the hope he expressed 
that it would be distinctly understood — 
whether explicitly inserted in the Bill or 
not—that there would be no bar against 
Scotch Members sitting on these Com- 
mittees. I do not believe myself that 
there is any substantial objection to their 
sitting even now. It may have been the 


| practice to avoid the appointment of 


Scotch Members sitting on Scotch Bills 
lest they should be in some way con- 
nected with the interests involved ; but I 
think it is very necessary that we should 
know that they are eligible to serve. It 
is only right that they should be so, 
because it is from among them that we are 
most likely to get willing victims for 
these new duties. There is another little 
point in regard to the constitution of the 
Parliamentary panel that I should like 
cleared up, and that is, Are the Peers and 
Members of the House of Commons to 
be mixed up hotch-potch, and is the panel 


‘to be made out from them irrespective 


of what their origin is? For I think we 


‘ought not to have a panel composed 


entirely of Peers. Each Committee, in 
my opinion, should be composed of four 
Members, two being Peers and two 
Members of the House of Commons. My 
hon. friend who has just sat down has also 
taken objection to giving the Secretary 
for Scotland, even with the assistance of the 
Chairmen, the power of choosing the 


| Members to serve on these Committees. 


Well, I think there is a great deal of force 
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in what he said. I think it is rather 
anomalous to give the head of a public 
Department the power of choosing the 
Members to serve, especially when we have 


a well-constituted machinery in this House | 
and in the House of Lords, in the shape | 


of the Committees of Selection, which has 


always commanded the complete confi- , 


dence of the respective Houses. Would 
it not be possible to introduce their 
authority in the matter rather than the 
head of the Scotch Department? These 
are points well worthy of consideration, 
and I[ trust that the right hon. Gentleman 
will provide for them when we come to 
discuss his plan in its details. I can only 
say that while the right hon. Gentleman 
has not been able to fulfil the patriotic 
wishes of some Scotch Members to enable 
Scotland to do work for herself with her 
own Peers and her own Members of 
Parliament, nobody else intervening, he 
has gone so far to meet her views on the 
subject, and I hope the scheme will be in 
the main acceptable. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY: I wish 
to thank the Government for the con- 
cession which the right hon. Gentleman 
has made to the feelings of a large number 
of hon. Members on both sides of the 
House. [havea full conviction that there 
will be no difficulty in getting Members of 
the House of Commons to accept this im- 
portant and dignified public service. The 
objection that this panel is to be fixed by 
the Secretary for Scotland, together with 
the Chairmen of Committees, is not par- 
ticularly relevant. It must be borne in 
mind that these tribunals may have to be 
selected when the House is not sitting. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON : I should 
have explained that I provide in my 
Amendment for the selection of the Com- 
missioners by the Chairmen of Com- 
mittees when the Committee of Selection 
is not sitting. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY : That is a 
matter of detail which can be provided 
for afterwards. I am disposed to enter a 
caveat against any limiting or restricting 
words which will have the effect of 
limiting the choice to Scotch Members or 
Scotch Peers. A number of Peers in the 
House of Lords sit there in a representa- 
tive character, and others sit as British 
Peers. Again, a number of distinguished 
and energetic Members of this House 


Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 
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| who sit for. English consituencies are 

| Scotchmen, and I would not like to see 

them excluded from serving on these 
| Commissions. 


*Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : I 
| congratulate the Government on the posi- 
tion they have taken up. They have 
/met us very fairly. As I understand it, 
' the Lord Advocate has followed to some 
extent an Amendment I put down. My 
hon. friend the Member for Glasgow, 
Bridgeton, has stated ‘that Scotch Mem- 
bers are excluded from Scotch Com- 
'mittees in this House. The best answer 
to that statement is that all this morning: 
I have been sitting on'a purely Scotch 
Committee, and that there is also a second 
Scotch Member on it. 


Stir CHARLES CAMERON: I can 
only say that I was a member of the Com- 
mittee of Selection for a great many 
years, and the rule was not to elect 


' Scotch Members on Scotch Committees. 


*Mr. CROMBIE: In the evidence 
of the late Sir John Mowbray on the 
subject he said there was no rule on 
the matter, but the custom had arisen, 
and the reason was that, for the conve- 
nience of hon. Members, Bills were 
grouped in such a way that Members 
who sat on the Committees on one group. 
of Bills might be eligible for all the 
Bills on the group. If a Scotch Bill 
happens to be grouped with English 
Bills, a Scotch Member might sit in Com- 
mittee upon it. I hope that in any case 
the Lord Advocate will accept some 
Amendment which will make it perfectly 
clear that Scotch Members are to be put 
on such Committees, and that they are to. 
be preferred to other Members. But I 
am not inclined to press for limiting the 
composition of the Committees to Scotch 
Members, as it would be more likely to 
involve an appeal to the outside panel. 
At present you work a Bill upstairs with 
a Committee of four Members, and if 
appealed to both Houses eight Members ; 
whereas under the procedure proposed 
by this Bill there will be four Mem- 
bers only employed before the Provisional 
Order passes through the whole of its 
course. Therefore it seems to me that 
you are actually reducing the number of 
Members of Parliament required. I hope 
my hon. friend will stick to his Amend- 
ment, that the Chairmen of Committees, 
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and not the Scotch Secretary, will elect 


the panels. 
Mr. DALZIEL (Kirkcaldy Burghs) : I 


do not quite so readily accept the conces- 
sions made by the Lord Advocate as my 
hon. friend. I looked upon this Bill as a 
useful measure because it had a certain 
Scotch flavour about it, and for the life of 
me I cannot see why the Lord Advocate 
should have departed from his. original 
intention. I would rather have had the 
Bill as it originally stood than in the 
state in which it at present stands, for 
except on a very few points we will be 
practically where we were. Take, for 
instance, the proposal to bring English 
Members into the panel, or take again the 
proposal that the panel may sit in any 
place they may choose. My idea was 
that the Committee was to sit in Scotland ; 
but if English Members are to be on the 
panel it is a very big order indeed to ask 
them to go up to Scotland and sit there 
in judgment on a Scotch Bill. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I certainly 
mean that the inquiry shall be made 
locally, and I propose to accept an 
Amendment which stands in the name of 
the hon. and learned Member for the 
Border Burghs, that the Commissioners 
should sit in Scotland. 


Mr. DALZIEL: Well, if we have local 
inquiry, and if English Members are 
going to be used in these inquiries, they 
will have to go down to Scotland to 
perform their functions. That is a tall 
order indeed. Although it might be 
popular if they sat in the middle of 
August, I do not think that English 
Members will do their duty with great 
equanimity if they have to go down to 
Scotland in the middle of November or 
December. This Amendment shows weak- 
ness on the part of the Government. It is 
ridiculous that English Members should go 
up to Scotland in mid-winter to sit on a 
little Railway Bill. If the right hon. Gen- 
tleman will consent to give the preference 
to Scottish Members and Scotch Peers, I 
think he will greatly improve the value of 
the Bill. There is only one other point I 
wish to enforce, and that is that the 
appointment of the Committees should be 
made by the Committees of Selection, and 
that the panel ought not to be appointed 
for five years. The panel ought to be 
appointed every year. 


{19 JUNE 1899} 
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Mr. A. G. MURRAY: If the hon 
Member for Caithness will withdraw his 


' Amendment, all these matters will come 


up for discussion on the new clause. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfar): I do 
not wish to delay progress, but I want to 
point out what seems to be one defect of 
the proposal. Inquiries held under the 
present Provisional Order system vary 
according to the importance of the Pro- 
visional Orders. Sometimes the inquiry 
is very important, and in a recent instance 
the President of the Board of Trade him- 
self presided over the inquiry. But many 
inquiries are held under the supervision 
of an inspeetor or some other Depart- 
mental official. That gives an elasticity 
to the system. It seems to me that one 
defect of the new proposal is that, no matter 
what the importance of the subject of 
inquiry, the same elaborate machinery is 
to be employed. 


Dr. CLARK: [ ask leave of the House 
to withdraw my Amendment. There is: 
one point which has not been touched. 
upon. Why I am in favour of the form 
embodied in my Amendment is that when 
the system of devolution was tried some 
years ago, it was given up because of the 
cost ; for they had a fight in the locality, 
and then two fights in Parliament, which 
piled up the expenses. The reason why 
I am very strongly in favour of having the 
panel composed of two Peers and two 
Commoners isthat when the Commissioners: 
go down to Scotland to hold the inquiry 
locally it is not at all likely that there 
will be an appeal to the House, especially 
when the appellants may be mulcted in 
costs. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 4 :-— 
*Smr CHARLES CAMERON : I rise to 


move the first of a series of Amendments 
which I have drafted embodying a scheme. 
My scheme is that, for convenience in 
distributing the work, the Secretary for 
Scotland should divide the country into 
different groups of counties—say three ; 
and that the Committee of Selection in 
either House of Parliament should name 
a number—TI suggest fifty, or it may be 
more or less—fifty Peers and fifty Mem- 
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bers of this House, and that these should 
be divided into as many panels as there are 
groups of counties. When a Bill is to be 
referred to 01 ¢ of these tribunals, I propose 
that the Committee of Selection shall nomi- 
nate the Members from the appropriate 
panel. Further, I propose 
tribunal shall consist of two Members of 
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the House of Lords, and two Members of | 


the House of Commons, the Chairman to 


be alternately a Member of the House of | 


Lords and of the House of Commons, 
and to be nominated also by the Commit- 
tee of Selection. I have contemplated 
that it might be necessary to elect a 
tribunal when the Committee of Selection 
is not sitting. In that case the election 
will be made by the Chairmen of Com- 
mittees alone. I[ think that the present 
proposals are somewhat crude, and that 
this is a matter in which you cannot have 
the Secretary for Scotland kept too much 
out of the business of selection. It is 
most important that there should be no 
suspicion whatever as to any possibility 
of his packing the Committee. I do not 
mean to say that the Secretary for Scot- 
land would do so; but if you had him 
selecting, from al] the Members of Parlia- 
ment, one Member of this House, or two 
or three Members from the other House, 
you would have a Committee in which 
there would be no public confidence at all. 
The reason why Parliamentary Commit- 
tees command so much confidence is that 
they are an impartial tribunal nominated 
in either House. As compared with the 
proposal of the Lord Advocate, every 
one of the schemes placed on the Paper 
has the merit of being worked out in 
detail and thoroughly thought out ; but I 
must say that the Lord Advocate’s pro- 
posal is crude, and has certainly not been 
worked out so thoroughly as the others. 
The Leader of the Opposition pointed out 
that the words the Lord Advocate pro- 
posed to embody in the Bill gave us not 
the slightest inkling as to the proportion 
of the Members of the House of Lords 
and of this House to be represented on 
the Committees. It is a matter of con- 


stitutional importance that the Com- 
mittees appointed under this Measure 
should be representative of the two 


Houses, and the obvious way to do that 
is to have an equal number of Members 
from each House. I believe the proposal 
of the Lord Advocate will require to be 
entirely redrafted. You have no 


machinery whatever for the representa- 


Sir Charles Cameron, 
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that the | 
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| tion of this House or the other House on 
'these Parliamentary tribunals, but the 
| selection is entrusted without any check 
{to the Secretary for Scotland, acting 
| jointly with the Chairmen of Committees. 
|The right hon. Gentleman will find it 
necessary to give principle of equilibrium 
to the clause by inserting some machinery 
for the election of Members of this House 
and the other House infinitely more elabo- 
rate than he has embodied in the Bill. 
Whether you are going to have such a 


system of grouping as | propose, or not, 


it is most important that we should re- 
move the barrier at present existing 
against Scotch Members sitting on Scotch 
Committees. It is said that there is no 
constitutional disability on the part of 
Scotch Members sitting on Scotch Bills. 
That is true, but in the whole course of my 
experience | never knew of the appoint- 
ment of a Scotch Member upon a group 
of Scotch Bills. I believe if Scotch Members 
were placed on these Committees in pro- 
portion to their numbers ir this House 
that they would serve where English 
Members would not. But in order to 
have an opportunity of serving they must 
be upon the panel. 


Amendment proposed 


“In page 3, line 13, to leave out the words 
‘a panel, and insert the word ‘ panels’ instead 
thereof.”—(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words 
‘a panei’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The greater 
part of the hon. Baronet’s remarks are 
really more appropriate to Clause 5 than 
Clause 4, because obviously the place to 
deal with an Amendment of this kind is 
the last section in Clause 5. All that we 
have to do at present is to see how we are 
to deal between the hon. Baronet’s scheme 
and the scheme put forward by the Govern- 
ment. I can assure him he will find that 
the Government scheme has been very 
carefully drafted, and I do not think he 
will find it any more slipshod than any 
Amendment on the Paper. The only 
question that arises here is whether we 
shall have upon the panel members other 
than Members of Parliament. I have al- 
ready explained that it is necessary to 
have other people, and some word or other 
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is necessary to describe other people. I 
think “ panel” is as convenient a word as 
any other, and the whole scope of this | 
clause is simply to provide.for the selec- 
tion of those people other than Members 
of Parliament. Under the circumstances 
I cannot accept the hon. Baronet’s Amend- 
ment, 


Mr. DALZIEL: I am sorry that I 
cannot, in this case, agree with the Amend- 
ment of the hon. Baronet, but I think 
that if his scheme were adopted it would 
lead to too great a complication, and pre- 
judice the popularity of the measure. 
With regard to the objections of the Lord 
Advocate, | might point out that the 
panel is going to contain 1,200 people al- 
ready. It is to contain both Houses of 
Parliament. I think that a great thing in 


{19 JunE 1899} 
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this matter is to make the Bill as simple 


as possible. 


Mr. CALDWELL: In forming the 
panel, Scotland, I think, should be divided 
into three or four groups, with the idea 
of having a wider area from which you 
could select the panel with reference to 
any particular Bill, and in that way you 
would be able to make a selection without 
any invidious distinctions. When you came 
to a particular Bill the Committee of Selec- 
tion would consider the panel, and in that 
way there would be a certain amount of 
limitation in the selection. The advantage 
of a system of this kind would be that 
there would not be such a continuous ap- 
pointment of particular persons for special 
Bills. 

The Committee divided: Ayes, 135 ; 
(Division List No. 197.) 


AYES. 


Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
dalfour,Rt.Hon.G W. (Leeds) | 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 

Barton, Dunbar Plunkett 

segg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blakiston-Houstoo, John 
3lundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brooktield, A. Montague 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. Jan e: 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Austen(Wore’r | 
Clare, Octavius Leigh | 
Cochrane, Hon. Thos. H. A E. | 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 


Hubbard, Hon. 


Kennaway, Rt, 
Kimber, Henry 


Godson, Sir Augustus F. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst,Rt. Hon. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord Geoige 
Hamond, Sir C. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hedderwick, Thos. Charles H. 
Henderson, Ale 
Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 


Hutton, John (Yorks N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Kinloch, Sir John Geo. Smyth 
Laurie, Lieut-General 


Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pilkington, R. (LancsNewton) 
*latt-Higgins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

, Pym, C. Guy 
tenshaw, Charles Bine 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) 
Round James 

_ Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell,Gen. F.S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, H. S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (St’nd) 
Stanley, Lord (Lanes. ) 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 


(Neweastle) 


xander 


Evelyn 


Hon. Sir. J. H. 





Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. A. 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) | 
Crombie, John William 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 

* Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curran, Thos, B, (Donegal) 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, William Theodore 
Duncomhe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Fardell. Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon Ailwyn Edw. | 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Flower, Ernest 
Folkestone, Viscount 
Fry, Lewis 

‘Garfit, William 


Lawrence, SirE.Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant ( Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Loder. Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverp’]) 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W,) | 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A G, (Bute) 
Murray, Col. Wyndham (Bath 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Univ.) 
Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 


' Ure, Alexander 


Valentia, Viscount 
Wallace, Robert (Perth) 


| Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Williams, Jos. Powell- (Birm. 
Wilson, Jobn (Falkirk) 


| Wilson,J. W.(Worcestersh. N.) 
| Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
' Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. b. Stuart- 


Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill. Marmaduke D’Arey 

Young,Commander Berks, E.) 

TELLERS FuR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther 
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NOES. 


Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Burns, John 

Carvill, Patrick George H. 
Clark,Dr.G. B. (Caithmess-sh. ) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Commins, Andrew 

Curran, Thomas (Sligo, S.) 
Davitt, Michael 

Doogan, P. C. 

Evans, Samuel T.(Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Kilbride, Denis 
Leng, Sir John 


M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred 


Mr. CALDWELL: I notice that the 
next Amendment isin the name of the hon. 
Member for Bridgeton, who has not yet 
returned—to leave out from “panel” to 
the end of line 15. I do not know 
whether the Lord Advocate will insist 
upon those words. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: 1 really think 


they are necessary. 


Srrk CHARLES CAMERON: The last 
Division I think, settled this question, and 
I propose to leave the matter with the 
Lord Advocate. 


Mr. CALDWELL: The hon. Member 
for the Hawick Burghs is not here to 
move his Amendment, but I have no 
doubt that he feels very strongly that the 
selection of the 25 members of the outside 
panel should not be left in the hands of 
the Chairmen acting jointly with the Sec- 
retary for Scotland. In regard to deter- 
mining whether any part of the Bill should 
proceed by Provisional Order or by Private 
Bill, it has already been pointed out that 
the Chairman had so much work to do 
that the proposal was imposing very great 
work upon him. You are here imposing 
upon him a burden of a kind which is 
altogether foreign to any experience that 
he has in this House. In regard to de- 
ciding under which method a Bill should 
proceed, there ean be no doubt whatever 
that the Chairman naturally is the best 
authority if he had the time for the work, 
but this is a different matter altogether. 
What particular knowledge would the 
Chairman have of people in Scotland? I 
do not consider that the Chairman has 
necessarily the requisite experience to 
select men of the kind desired, and the 
practical result would be that the selection 


Gourley, Sir Edw. Temperley | 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harwood, George 

Horniman, Frederic John 
Humphreys Owen, Arthur C. 
Jacoby, James Alfred 

Jordan. Jeremiah 


Lewis, John Herbert 
MacAleese, Daniel 
MacNeill, J. Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 


Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Pinkerton, John 


Rickett, J. Compton 
| Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Souttar, Robinson 
| Spicer, Albert 
Steadman. William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
| Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
| Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr, Caldwell. 


would be made by the Secretary for Scot- 
land. I quite admit that very likely this 
outside panel would not be required to 
act, as probably from Members of Parlia- 
ment alone a sufficient panel would be 
found, and that minimises the point here. 
I therefore move to leave out the words 
“the chairmen acting jointly with the 
Secretary for Scotland ” in order to insert 
“the Committee of Selection of either 
House.” 


Amendment proposed 

“In page 3, line 18, to leave out from the 
first ‘The, to ‘Seotland,’ in line 19, and 
insert ‘Committee of Selection of either 
House.’ ”—(Wr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Me. A. G. MURRAY: I do not think 
the hon. Member for the Hawick Burghs 
would have moved this Amendment if he 
had been here. This clause has simply to 
do with the selection of the outside Com- 
missioners. I quite agree that perhaps 
the Chairman has not a great deal of ex- 
perience on this point. The alternative 
of the hon. Member is the Committee of 
Selection. Surely the Committee of Se- 
lection are not the people to select an 
outside body. They have just as little 
knowledge as the Chairman would have, 
and have far less flexibility. If I had 
been drafting the clause myself I should 
have been inclined to put the Secretary 
for Scotland alone, because he knows 
more about the people. But there is a 
jealousy about the Secretary for Scotland 
doing anything himself, and I am very 
anxious to meet that feeling, and I have 
therefore associated with him the two 
, Chairmer. 
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once that this Amendment was put. down 


{19 JunE 1899} 
Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I may explainat | 
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Question proposed, “That the word 
‘shall’ stand pert of clause.”* 


as part of the general scheme of Amend- 


ments which I laid before the House. 
It was appropriate to that scheme, but 
the substantial purpose of it has been 
served by the concessions of Her Majesty’s 
Government. I understand now that 
Section 4 is to be confined to the 
extra-Parliamentary panel, and by the 
provisions of Section 5 there is to be pro- 
posed a Parliamentary panel, so that 
Section 4 will only operate if the provi- 
sions of Section 5 should fail to come into 
operation. Accordingly, I should not my- 
self insist upon the Amendment, because 
while the Committee of Selection of the 
House of Commons is most appropriate 
for the selection of inter-Parliamentary 
bodies, it is not at all a proper body for 
selecting this panel, which is only to be, 
as it were, a dernier ressort after the pro- 
posals of the Government in regard to the 
Parliamentary panel have failed. 


Dr. CLARK : [ take it that this panel 
is not to be limited to Scotch people ; the 
Secretary for Scotland may appoint an 
Irishman, or a Welshman, or an Ameri- 
can ; there is no limitation. Hence you 
could not expect the Committee of Selec- 
tion to know much more about the 
matter than the two Chairmen and the 
Secretary for Scotland. I think under 
the circumstances the hon. Member 
should withdraw his Amendment and let 
the Lord Advocate get this portion, if it 
is only a panel pis aller—only to be used 
if the other cannot be got. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


An Amendment made. 


Str CHARLES CAMERON: [ think 
it will be found that this panel is 
altogether useless, and if the words “may 
if they consider it necessary” were in- 
serted it would be optional for future 
Secretaries for Scotland to appoint a panel 
or not, as it was found necessary. 
the Bill stands all future Secretaries for 
Scotland would be called upon to appoint 
these 25 persons. Therefore I propose 
this Amendment, the object of which is 
simply to give the opportunity of 
dropping the machinery if it is found un- 
necessary. 


As 


Amendment proposed— 
_ “In page 3, line 20, to leave out ‘shall,’ and | 
insert ‘may if they consider it necessary.’ "— 
(Six Charles Cameron.) 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I hope the 
Amendment will not be pressed, as I think 
the words had much better be left as they 
are. 


Stir CHARLES CAMERON: It is 
not worth dividing upon, and if the hon. 
Gentleman thinks it will save his face to. 
leave it as it stands, I will not press the 
Amendment. 


Dr. CLARK: It seems to me it is not 
the Secretary for Scotland, but the Chair- 
men who are to appoint, and they are to 
ask the Secretary for Scotland to assist 
them. We take it that the present 
Chairmen and the present Secretary for 
Scotland will appoint this committee, and 
perhaps for the next five, ten or fifteen, 
years it may be appointed ; but surely if 
it is found unnecessary you do not want 
the trouble and expense of forming a 
panel which is never used. The view is 
that 1,200 Members of Parliament should 
form one panel, but if sufficient Members 
cannot be obtained this other panel is to be 
calledin. If, however, plenty of Members 
are found, this clause might fall into dis- 
use. Surely it might be left to the dis- 
cretion of the Chairmen whether the panel 
should be appointed. At any rate the 
Amendment can do no harm. 


Mr. CALDWELL: If experience 
shows, as I have no doubt it will, that 
there are plenty of Members to be 
obtained, it will not be advisable to 
appoint a panel of this kind. For one 
thing it is invidious, because when there 
are certain men appointed on the panel 
there is the difficulty of selecting particu- 
lar men. It will also be a very awkward 
thing to select a panel when you know 
perfectly well that that panel is not at all 
likely to be used. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Str H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not in the least desire to antici- 
pate anybody else, but I suppose we 
are now on the number of the panel, which 
is supposed to be 25. Is not that number 
excessive, if it is to be a real thing at all, 
and if those who are put upon the panel 
are to be capable and competent men? [ 


do not say that 25 such men will not be 
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found in the kingdom, but still it is | 


rather a large number for the purpose. 
I would also suggest that they should not 
hold the exalted position in which they 
are to be placed for as long as five years. 
Would not 10 Members appointed for 
two years be better ! 
to the desperately small number of cases 
that would have to be submitted to this 


Someone referred 
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of the state of mind of those employed on 
this matter, but it is a consideration which 
must be borne in mind. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I confess that 
my first impression was in favour of pay- 
ment, because I rather felt it might be 
very valuable to have the services of some 


/persons who could not afford to serve 


panel, and I really think—with 25 men at | 


the back of 1,200 members, as it was put 
by a previous speaker, 1,225—that 1,210 
would be sufficient to cope with perhaps 
the half-a-dozen inquiries which would be 
necessary in the course of the year. I 
quite appreciate the desire of the Lord 
Advocate not to be left to the goodwill 
of Members of Parliament, and that he 
should have somebody behind them upon 
whom he could fall back, but I think 10 
men appointed for two years would be 
quite sufficient for the purpose. 


Amendment proposed—— 


“Tn page 3, line 20, to leave out ‘25’ and in- 
sert ‘10.’ °—(Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman.) 


Question proposed, “That ‘25’ stand 


part of the clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The reason of 
fixing the number at 25 was to give a 
number that would be sutticient to deal 
perfectly well with the duties to be dis- 
charged. I am not bound to the number 
25, but, on the other hand, 10 is rather 
few. The right hon. Gentleman pro- 
phesies that 10 would be plenty, but he 
might be wrong. As to the suggestion 
about two years, I think it would be a 
pity that the Committee should have to 
be re-formed at such short intervals. If 
the right hon. Gentleman thinks 25 is too 


without some emolument. But, at the 
same time, the Treasury allowances are on 
so modest and sparing a scale that I do 
not think they would offer any induce- 
ment. It having been brought home to 
me that there is a very considerable feel- 
ing on both sides of the House in regard 
to the matter, and recognising that feel- 
ing, I should be prepared, when the time 
comes, to accept an Amendment to strike 
out the italicised clause—that is to say, in 
other words, to make no payment. 


(Question put and negatived. 

Question, “That ‘20’ be there wes 
serted,” put, and agreed to. 

An Amendment made. 

Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I move to 


many, I should be very glad to make it | 
| changed. 


20; that would be much safer than 10. 


Sik H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


I do not regard it as a question of prin- | 


ciple. Ido not know whether this would 
be the time to ask whether these 20 


| * five,’ 


persons are to be paid, and if so, in what | 


way ? 


Our feeling towards these gentle- | 


men would be considerably affected by that | 


fact. I will be perfectly candid. 
is always a possibility that if a considerable 
emolument were attached to being em- 
ployed on the panel, it might increase the 
difficulty of finding Members and Peers 
to act upon it. That may be a Machiavel- 
lian, almost Mephistophelian, conception 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


There | 


substitute the word “two” for the word 
“four,” so that it will read—* shall re- 
main therein until the expiration of two 
years.” The first part of the scheme 
which the Lord Advocate has fore- 
shadowed to the House is that we shall 
have a Parliamentary panel. It is per- 
fectly clear that the composition of Par- 
liament changes, and changes rapidly, 
from time to time, and it would be 
most unfortunate that we should have 
a permanent Parliamentary panel lasting 
for five years, or probably four, after the 
constitution of Parliament had completely 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 22, to leave ont the word 
and insert the word ‘two.’ ” — (Wr. 
Thomas Shaw.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘five’ stand part of the clause.” 


Mr. J. P. SMITH: I hope the Lord 
Advocate will be willing to shorten the 
period. If it is as long as five years you 
must provide for filling up casual vacan- 
cies, while if the period is reduced to two 
or three years the casual vacancies will 
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look after themselves. With the prospect 
of so soon making another panel you 
would not need to trouble about filling 
vacancies from time to time. 


Privale Legislation 


*Sir JOHN LENG (Dundee): I rather 
hoped that the hon. and learned Member 
intended to insert the word “one,” 
because all the panels of this House are 


appointed for only one year, and I do not | 


see why an innovation should be intro- 
duced in a panel outside the House. We 


should keep within regular lines as far | 


as possible. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I think the 
hon. Member 
word “panel.” These are merely persons 
from whom the selection is to be made, and 
in that sense the panels of the House are 
not made up every year, but correspond 
with the duration of Parliament. Really 
the whole matter isone more of convenience 
than anything else. I donot think it can 
be said that casual vacancies would not 
have to be filled, because there must be occa- 
sions when, through some misfortune, the 
numbers were very much reduced indeed. 
Therefore it would not be safe to take 


is rather misled by the | 
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out the clause with regard to filling casual 


vacancies. The hon. Member for the 
Hawick Burghs rather wanted the 


average life of these extra Commissioners 
to be the same as that of Parliamentary 
Commissioners. I suppose four years 
would not be far away from the average 
life of Parliament, and therefore the two 
numbers would be much the same. I 
want to save the trouble of having this 
number of gentlemen selected too often. 





Sik CHARLES CAMERON: IT really 
appeal to my hon. friend not to be too 
hard upon the Government. The Secre- 
tary for. Scotland has set his heart upon 
this panel. He has had it opposed in all 
sorts of ways, and now he has got it 
down to this, and with this he says he 
will be content. Let him have his panel. 
| It will never be called upon to act. Let 
| him have it for five years. He is like the 
| boy and the soap—he won't be happy till 
he gets it. 


Question put. 





The Committee divided : 
| Noes, 69. 


Ayes, 149; 
(Division list No. 198.) 


Brookfield, A. Montagu 





Anson, Sir William Reynell 
Ashmead: Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn.G.W. (Leeds) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A. J. (Man.) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirMH (Bristol) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 

Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 


Cawley, lrederick 

Chaloner, Captain R. G.W. 
Chamberlain, J. A. (Wore’r) 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Cochrane, Hon. T. H. A. E. 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, C. E. H. Athole 
Corbett, A. Cam’ron(Glasgow) | 
Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cruddas, William Donaldson 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh | 


AYES. 
Dalkeith, Earl of 


| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Denny, Colonel 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Tatton 


| Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 


| Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 


Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald,Sir Robert Penrose- 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Fry, Lewis 


| Garfit, William 


Gedge, Sydney 


| Godson, Sir Augustus Fred. 


Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon.Sir JohinEldon 
Goschen, RtHnGJ(StGeorge’s) 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 


| Goulding, Edward Alfred 
| Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Green, W. D.(Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 


| Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 


Hamond, Sir Chas.( Neweastle) 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Hnry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Hubbard, Hon. Evelyn 


| Jaekson, Rt. Hon. Wm.Lawies 





Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J.H. 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Right Hon. Walter 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyell, Sir Leonard 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maedona, John Cumming 
M‘Iver, SirLewis(Ed’nb’gh, W. 
Malcolm, Ian 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham 
Milton, Viscount 

Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, Ar. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute} 
Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
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Pilkington, R.(Lancs. Newton) 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, Sir W. O. (Edin.) 
Purvis, Robert 

Rasch, Major F. Carne 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. Hartlep’!) 
Ridley, Rt, Hon. Sir M. W. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. T. 


Private Legislation 


{COMMONS} 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) | 
Sharpe, William Eiward T. 


| Skewes-Cox, Thomas | 


| Stephens, Henry Charles 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| Sutherland, Sir Thomas 


Smith, Hon. W.F.D. (Strand) | 
Stanley, Lord (Lancs. ) 


Strauss, Arthur 


| Talbot,Rt.Hn.J.G.(OxfdUni.) | 


Robertson, Herbert(Hackney) | 


Round, James 
Royds, Clement Molyneux 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


‘Billson, Alfred 

Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Caldwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow) 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr. G. B (Caithness-sh) 
Clough, Walter Owen 
Commins, Andrew 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Davitt, Michael 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Dunn, Sir William 

Ellis, John Edward 

Evans, S. T. (Glamorgan) 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Fenwick, Charles 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 


| Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Russell, Gen. F. S. (Ch’lten’m) | 
| Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Thorburn, Walter 
Thornton, Percy M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray | 


Valentia, Viscount 


NOES. 


Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kilbride, Denis 

Kinloch, Sir John George S. 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese, Daniel 

MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Leod, John 

Maddison, Fred. 

Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Philipps, John Wynford 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Rickett, J. Compton 


i Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
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| Wyndham, George 


| TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


| Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 


| Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


| Steadman, William Charles 


| Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
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Whiteley, H. (Ashton-under-L. 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 

Wilson, J. W.(Worcestersh,N. ) 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn E.R.(Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon. C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 


Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arcy 
Young, Com. (Berks, E.) 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


tobertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Shaw, Thomas (Hawick, B.) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Souttar, Robinson | 

Spicer, Albert 


Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 


Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 


Wallace, Robert 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittakez, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, John C. (Notts.) 
Wilson, J. H.(Middlesbrough) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Sir John Leng and Mr. 


Hedderwick. 





Clause, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 


*Sir CHARLES CAMERON: The 
Committee of Selection should appoint 


thesenew tribunals, and when Parliament is | 


not sitting they should be selected by the 
Chairmen from a list of Members nomina- 
ted by the Committee of Selection for 
that purpose. There is not the smallest 
difficulty about it. My Amendment 
proposes that these Commissioners should 
be nominated not by the Secretary for 
Scotland, acting in concert with the 
Chairmen, but, on the grounds which 
have been repeatedly set forth in this 
Debate, that this should be done by 
the Committee of Selection. I think 
this is an intelligible proposition, and 
also an important modification. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 31, to leave out the words 
‘Secretary for Scotland acting jointly with 
the Chairmen,’ and insert the words ‘ Com- 
mittees of Selection of the Houses of Lords 
and Commons respectively.’ ” —(Sir Charles 
Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY : Hon. Members 
opposite seem to think that this is some 
thing far away from the duties of the 
ordinary Chairman of Committees. They 
forget, I think, for the moment that 
the Chairman of Committees in the 
House of Lords is also Chairman 
of the Committee of Selection. | 
am perfectly willing to substitute for 
the Chairman of Committees in the Hous 
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of Commons the Chairman of the Com- | 
mittee of Selection of this House. Of 
course the Committees of Selection them- 
selves would be cumbersome bodies to | 
carry out the intention of this clause, and 
it would be necessary to make special 
provision for cases arising during the | 
recess. 


Private Legislation 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I hope my 
hon. friend will agree to the suggestion 
which has just been made by the right | 
hon. Gentleman, for I think that upon | 
the lines which have just been conceded 
we have practically gained the point 
which we desired to achieve. It does 
appear to me that the argument of my 
right hon. friend is particularly applicable 
to these cases of Private Bills. 


Dr. CLARK: I should like to ask 
the Lord Advocate how he proposes to 
create his Joint Committee ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: That question is 


not in order on this point. 
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in this capacity should be left, as near as 
we can get, to the- ordinary selecting 


‘authority of Parliament. The only objec- 


tion I have heard is that this process may 
have to be conducted during the recess, 
when the Committee of Selection is not 
sitting. What would there be to hinder 
the Committee of Selection first of all 
dealing with all the necessities that arose 
during the session ; and, as to the neces- 


sities that may arise during the recess, 


they might, before Parliament is_pro- 
rogued, establish a sort of subordinate 
panel, and ascertain the names of a num- 
ber of Members who would be available 
for this purpose when the occasion arose, 
and a limited number might be appointed 
for any occasional requirements during 
the recess, and from these the Chairmen 
or anybody else might select particular 
Members. In that way we should keep 
the whole thing in Parliamentary hands. 


I think, however much we may recognise 


the desire of the Lord Advocate to meet 
us, he still retains the bone of contention, 
which is the practice of an outside element 


' meddling with Parliamentary matters. 


Dr. CLARK: We are now going 
to appoint the short panel to go down 
and make the preliminary inquiries. [ 
take it that the Chairman of Com- 
mittees of the House of Lords will 
appoint the Peers, and the Chairman 
of Committees of the House of Com- 
mons will appoint the Commoners. I 
think there ought to be some limitation 
as to the number, and the arrangement 
suggested seems to be very unsuitable. 
If we are going to have a Joint Com- 
mittee, we ought to have an equal num- 
ber of Peers and Commoners. Under the 
present system we have a large panel 
from which the Committees are taken, 
and I should like to know if that is the 
panel from which they are going to be 
taken in the future. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: That will be 


for the House to decide. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: As far as the 
outside element is concerned, I should 
like to know if the following words will! 
meet the views of hon. and right hon. 
Gentlemen opposite. Instead of saying 
“the Secretary for Scotland acting 
jointly with the Chairmen,” I suggest 
the words “the two Chairmen, after 
communication with the Secretary for 
Scotland.” 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 
I think that the more the Lord Advocate 
reflects upon this matter the more he will 
see that the Secretary for Scotland ought 
to have nothing to do with it. If it is to 
be a mixed panel, then let the Committee 
of Selection appoint all the members that 
are required, and, if there happens to 
be one or two short, then let the Seere- 
tary for Scotland come on with his 20 


‘eligibles, or his regiment of men, but let 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
The objection which my friends and my- 
self still entertain to the amended panel 
of the right hon. Gentleman is that we 
wish the selecting authority to be purely | 
Parliamentary, and we do not wish to 
have this power exercised by the Secre- | 
tary for Scotland. In this matter, surely 
the selection of the Members of the House | 
of Commons, and the Peers also, to serve | 


us keep the Parliamentary part of it in 
our hands. I do hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will see his way to accept 
this. 


Mr. CRIPPS: I hope the Lord Advo- 
cate will assent to this proposal. There 


'isno harm in leaving out the Secretary 


for Scotland in this instance, for he 
appears in Section 4. As regards any 
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question of local knowledge, the Secretary , 
for Scotland is really quite unnecessary, 
and why should he have anything to do 
with the selection of representative Mem. | 
bers of this House or of the other House ? [| | 
think the two Chairmen would be by far | 
the best persons who could be selected, in | 
order that the selection should secure Par- | 
liamentary representation, and that would | 
be carrying out the suggestion of the 
Lord Advocate. Really in this matter the 
Secretary for Scotland has no locus standi 
at all. Although I do not desire to use 
the harsh terms used by the Leader of the 
Opposition, I do hope the Lord Advo- | 
cate will assent to this Amendment. 


Private Legislation 





*Sir CHARLES CAMERON : I have 
been on a Committee of Selection, and I 
know how the thing is worked. At the 
end of the session I have often seen a 
Committee run very short. I think it is 
most essential that the representative 
character of these Committees should be 
preserved, and if you are going to have a 
substitute, then by all means have your 
Chairman of Committees or your Chair- 
man of the Committee of Selection. Let 
me teil the right hon. Gentleman that | 
this difficuity has arisen owing to his mis- | 
use of the word “panel” in connection | 
with these 25 gentlemen. 





*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I trust that the Lord Advocate will consent 
to omit the Secretary for Scotland from 
this clause. There are many reasons for | 
taking this course. It has already been 
pointed out that the Secretary for Scot- | 
land has been inserted in Clause 4. The 
chief objection of the Lord Advocate is 
that the Chairmen of the Committees | 
would not have any knowledge of the | 


{COMMONS} 


|in a matter 
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reserve panel, and therefore that it is. 
necessary to include someone who is 
| likely to have such knowledge ; but the 
provisions with reference to the Scots 
| Secretary in Clause 4 deprives this ob- 
jection of its force. On the other hand, 
| however willing the Scotch Members 
might be, it is quite conceivable that 
English Members of the House of Com- 
mons might object to serve as Commis- 
sioners upon the nomination of a Scots 
Secretary, and the operation of the Bill 
might thus be seriously impeded, because 
the difficulty of getting men to serve 
might be very much increased by insist- 


| ing on this retention of the Secretary for 


Scotland. On this side of the House it 
is felt that if the Secretary for Scotland 
is made one of three Members who are 
to nominate these Commissioners, then 
the power will ultimately rest with the 
Secretary for Scotland, and the Chairmen 
of Committees will be merely nominal 
factors in the matter. I trust, therefore, 
that the Lord Advocate will leave out the 
Secretary for Scotland from the clause. 


*Smr CHARLES DALRYMPLE (Ips- 
wich): I hope that the Lord Advocate 
will not leave “the Secretary for Scotland ” 
out of the clause. I particularly object 
to the proposal to bring forward the 
Chairman of the Committee of Selection 
of this kind. It is quite a 
novelty to separate the Chairman of the 
Committee of Selection from his Com- 
mittee, and [ cannot see that there is any 
fitness in the proposal relating to him. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 157 ; 
Noes, 82. (Division List No. 199.) 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allhusen, A. Henry Eden 
Anson, Sir Wm. Reynell 
Ashmead-Bartlett, Sir Ellis 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Salearres, Lord 
eg A.J.(Manch’r) 
Balfour, Rt. Hon.G. W. (Leeds) 
Janbury, Frederick George 
3arton, Dunbar Plunket 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Brist’]) 
Begg, Ferdinand Faithfull 
Beresford, Lord Charles 
Boscawen, Arthur Griffith- 
srodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Brookfield, A. Montagu 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 


Chaplin, 


Cochrane, Hon. 


| Curzon, Viscoun 


Chaloner, Captain R. G. W. 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain, J. 
Rt. Hon. Henry 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 


Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

C ‘olomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Compton, Lord Alwyne | 
Cooke,C. W. Radclitte( Heref'd) 
Corbett, A.Cameron(Glasgow) | 
Cranborne, Viscount 
Cubitt, Hon. eT 


Dalbiac, Colonel ‘Philip mingh | 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalry mple, Sir Charles 


Denny, Colonel 

Digby, John K. D. Wingfield- 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Duncombe, Hon. Hubert V. 
Egerton, Hon. A. de Jatton 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 
FitzGerald, SirRobert Penrose 
Flower, Ernest 

Folkestone, Viscount 

Fry, Lewis 

Garfit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

| Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 


A. (Wore’r) 


Thos. H. A. E. 
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Goldsworthy, Major-General | 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. HnG.J. (St Geo.’s | 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) | 
Greene, W. R. (Cambs. ) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald | 
Hamilton, kt. Hn. Lord George 
Hamond, Sir C. (Newcastle) 
Hanbury, Rt. Hn. Robert W. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon-Hodge, Robt. Trotter | 


Private Legislation 





Hobhouse, Henr 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Howell, William Tudor 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Hey wood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hon.SirJohnH, | 
Kenyon, James 
Kimber, Henry 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn | 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine | 
Long, Col. Chas. W.(Evesham 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) , 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lorne, Marquess of 

Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman | 


| 


Allison, Robert Andrew 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 
Bethel, Commander 

Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Clark, Dr.G.B. (Caithness-sh. ) 


| Murray, Col. W. (Bath) 


| Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
| Pilkington,R.(Lanes, Newton) 





Clough, Walter Owen 
Commins, Andrew 

Cripps, Charles Alfred 

Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) | 
Curran,|Thomas B. (Donegal) | 
Davitt, Michael | 
Dillon, John | 
Donelan, Captain A. | 
Doogan, P. C. 
Dunn, Sir William | 


{19 June 1899} 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 


| Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
| Maedona, John Cumming 


M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) 
Malcolm, Ian 

Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Mildmay, Francis Bingham | 
Milner, Sir Frederick George | 
Milton, Viscount 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 
Morgan, HnFred.(Monm’thsh. 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton,ArthurH. A. (Deptford 
Mount, William George 
Murray, RtHnAGraham(Bute | 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


| Northcote, Hn. Sir H. Stafford 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Herbert P. (Darling’n) | 


Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Priestley, SirW.Overend(Edin 
Purvis, Robert 


| Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir Matt. WW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) | 


| Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 


Round, James 


NOES. 


Gibney, James 

Gladstone, Rt. Hon. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 


Procedure (Scotland) Bill. 





Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kilbride, Denis 
Kinloch,SirJohnGeorgeSmyth | 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb’land) 
Leng, Sir John 
Lewis, John Herbert 
LS ee Sir Leonard 

acaleese, Daniel 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Leod, John 
Maddison, Fred. 
Morgan, J.Lloyd(Carmarthen) | 





Ellis, John Edward O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Evans, 8. T. (Glamorgan) | Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) | Philipps, John Wynford 
Fenwick, Charles | Pinkerton, John 

Ferguson, R. C. Munro Leith) | Power, Patrick Joseph 
Flavin, Michael Joseph | Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) | Reckitt, Harold James 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 3, line 33, to leave out from | 
‘Orders,’ to ‘to act,’ in line 34, and insert 
‘appoint three persons being Members of | 
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cate.) 


3K 


Question proposed, 
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Royds, Clement Molyneux 
Russell, Gen. F.S. (Chelt’h’m) 


| Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Skewes-Cox, ‘Thomas 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 


Stanley, Lord (Lancashire) 


| Stephens, Henry Charles 
| Strauss, Arthur 


Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Sutherland, Sir Thomas 


| Talbot,Rt. Hn.J.G.(Ox. Univ.) 


Thorburn, Walter 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Valentia, Viscount 


| Warr, Augustus Frederick 


Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whiteley, H. (Ashton-und.-L.) 
Williams, Jos. Powell-(Birm. 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


| Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N.) 


Wilson-Todd, W m.H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, RtHnER (Bath) 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 
Wyndham-Quin, Major W. H. 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Are 
Young,Commander(Berks, E.) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Rickett, J. Compton 

Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Spicer, Albert 

Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Sullivan, T. D. (Donegal, W.) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, J. Carvell (Notts. ) 
Wilson, John (Govan) 

Wilson, Jos. H. (Middlesbro’) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(H’dd’rsf'd) 


TELLERS FOR THE NwES— 
Sir Charles Cameron and 
Mr. Crombie. 


| either House of Parliament, or persons whose 
| names are on the panel.’ “--(Zhe Lord Advo- 


That the words 
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proposed to be left out stand part of the 
clause.” | 


Private Legislation 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: With regard , 
to this Amendment, we are grateful for | 
the proposal to have a Parliamentary | 
panel, but I think there is a very great | 
objection to the terms of the Amendment 
now proposed. My reasons can be very 
briefly stated. There have been several 
suggestions made by the Lord Advocate 
with regard to one or two things in which 
he was willing to make concessions to the 
Members on this side of the House to a 
certain extent. We hope that he will 
stick by what he has stated he was willing 
to concede, and with that hope I beg to 
move as an Amendment that there shall 
be “two persons Members of each House 
of Parliament.” We want the Committee 
of this House to be quite as strong as 
the Private Bill Committee is. In the 
next place I would suggest that as this 
sil] is now framed,,the Secretary for Scot- 
land acting with the two Chairmen can 
make aselection of Members entirely from 
the other House. The effect of this 
proposal will be to leave these three geritle- 
men in the position of having the power 
to exclude either House of Parliament 
according to their own will. They may | 
select three Peers for every Scotch Bill, or 
the Secretary for Scotland might think 
that no Lord was competent to sit upon 
the Committee. I do not think my right 
hon. friend quite realises that what he 
proposes would not be a Joint Committee 
at all; therefore I suggest that he should 
leave out “three Members of either” and 
insert “two Members of each.” 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The objection 
to having four Members is twofold. In 
the first place it would make the tribunal 
larger than is necessary for the work to 
be done, but the great difticulty would be 
to get Peers to carry out the work. I 
might suggest here that it was never the 
idea nor is it the desire of the Govern- 
ment that one House should be chosen 
exclusively of the other. It would be 
easy to devise words so that the Commit- 
tee should be composed of two Peers and 
one commoner or of two commonersand one 
Peer. I suggest this for the consideration 
of the Committee. 


Sir H. CAMPB2LL-BANNERMAN: 
If we had no precedent there might be a| 
good deal to be said in favour of having 
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‘three upon the Committee rather than 
|four. But at the same time, all our Com- 
mittees are composed of four Members. I 
do not know the reason why they are com- 
posed of four, but I should suppose that 
it was in order to have two Members from 
each side of this House. That is the posi- 
tion in which we now stand ; we want two 
Members from each House ; and four is the 
established number on House of Commons 
Committees. I do not see that there is 
very much in the theory of the Lord 
Advocate that it will be overweighting 
the tribunal, and there is no other way 
in which we can have an equal proportion 
of the two Houses. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): I quite sympathise with the right 
hon. Gentleman in his desire to preserve 
a certain symmetry in the existing practice, 
and I think there is a certain advantage 
in having a Committee of four instead of 
three. But the reason for making it 
three instead of four is a reason of con- 
venience, and I should have thought that 
the hon. Gentlemen opposite whose desire 


\isto keep this tribunal within the four 


walls of Parliament would prefer three. 
If you insist upon having four you may 
not be able to get two Members from the 
House of Lords, but there is no special 
objection to your having four if you 
desire it, and if this proposal goes against 
the wishes of hon. Members opposite I see 
no objection to accepting the Amendment 
of the hon. Member. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) : Looking at 
this Bill as one which affects Ireland, I do 
think, even if the Government accept 
Amendment of the hon. Member for 
the Border Burghs, that it will be satis- 
factory. Because, instead of having an 
important Private Bill examined and ad- 
judicated on by this House in the first in- 
stance, you would have it relegated to a 
Committee composed of half Lordsand half 
Commons, and I do not think anything 


not 
the 


' would be so unsatisfactory. I take for ex- 


ample the Dublin Bill of the’ other day. 
What chance should we have had of getting 


this Bill through if this machinery had 
| been in force ? It would have| been killed at 


its birth. There is no doubt that| some 
great change is required in [Private Bill 
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procedure, and is required for Ireland no| Mr. A.J. BALFOUR: As my right 
less than for Scotland, but I do think that | hon. friend has explained, our idea is 
the lines upon which this Bill is drawn | that there should be two Members of the 
are most dangerous lines. While they | House of Commons and two Members of 
save some expense, they threaten us with | the House of Lords. If the House of 
the abrogation of every claim we have. Lords can only produce one Member, then 
we will try to get three from the House 
of Commons, and if the House of Lords 
cannot supply one, then we will have 
four from the House of Commons. But 
even if the House of Commons fails, then 
we will have the panel of which we have 
|heard so much. As both sides are in 
‘agreement, I think the exact drafting 
might be left over to the Report stage. 


Mr. CALDWELL: I rather favour 
the words “and in the event of the 
Chairman selecting the pane! and _ their 
not appearing to serve on the panel,’ 
than the present wording, and I will move 
that Amendment in order to obtain a 
reply from the Lord Advocate. It will 
prevent the outside panel being called 
upon until it is known that no Member 
of either House can be got to serve. Amendment to the proposed Amend- 
/ment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment — | Original Amendment again proposed, 


“To leave out all the words after ‘ panel,’ | : : alate Z 33 : 
in order to insert the words ‘and in the event Sir CHARLES CAMERON: It will 
of the Chairman selecting the panel and their | je necessary to make some provision for 
not appearing to serve on the panel. (Mr. az : ai = 
Caldwell.) the appointment of a Chairman. The 
Chairman should alternately be a Mem- 
ber of either House, and that is a point 
which ought to be provided for in the 


Bill. 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. A.G. MURRAY: Obviously the) MR. A. G. MURRAY: There is an 
Amendment in my name which raises the 


words cannot stand as they are. I pro- 
point. 


pose to amend the Amendment as _fol- 
lows :— 
— Amendment put, and agreed to. 
* Appoint as Commissioners two Members 
of each House of Parliament, or in default of 
such Member or Members willing to serve, 
persons then in the panel. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 3, line 85, at end, to insert, ‘Any 
casual vacancy among the Commissioners or in 
the oftfice of Chairman of the Commissioners 

Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN .- | Caused by death, resignation, or disqualification, 

‘< : é } Ps : or inability to give attendance, such resignation 
I think it might be made plainer, and in- or inability to attend being certified by a writ- 
stead of ‘“ Member or Members willing to img under the Commissioner’s hand addressed 
BS ae ee eo M : to the Secretary for Scotland, shall be filled up 
serve 1 ee a a | Secretary for Scotland by appointing a 
bers being found willing to serve.” [| Member of either House or a member of the 

. . \ . anel.’”—-(Lhe Lord Advocate. 
think the right hon. Gentleman is en- | Pel’ “—(lhe Lord Advocate.) 
tirely at one with us in the matter. Sup- 
posing the tribunal is formed, and one 
Member is smitten with influenza, then 
we are not to go to the outside panel, Str CHARLES CAMERON: This is 
but are still to keep to the Parliamentary quite contrary to the spirit of what we 
reservoir. | have agreed to. Vacancies should be filled 


3 K 2 


Question proposed—* That those words 
be there inserted.” 
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up in accordance with Parliamentary | Member? What sort of pressure is it pro- 
posed to bring to bear on Members to 


procedure. 
| attend ? 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Mr. DILLON: I think that is a very 


important question. If a Member did not 
; ; , attend in Scotland, what action would be 
“In page 3, line 36, leave out Sub-section (2), | eee 
and insert : ‘If it shall happen that all or any | taken 7 
of the Commissioners so appointed are not | 


Members of either House of Parliament, there a : as ree 
shall be paid to such of the Commissioners as Mr. CRIPPS: There is seas obligation 
are not Members of either House of Parlia- | on any Member to serve ; and if when ap- 


ment such remuneration for their services . a =m SY 

as the Treasury shall determine.’”—(Zhe Lord pointed he did not wish to serve there 

Advocate.) would be a vacancy and his place would be 
filled. 


Amendment, proposed— 





Agreed to. 
Mr. CALDWELL : Supposing a Mem- 
Mr. J. P. SMITH: I beg to move the | ber does not attend an inquiry, where are 
omission of Sub-section 3. I think it is | you to find another Member? Up here it 
perfectly easy, considering the large num- | is easy to find another Member, but how 
ber we will have to choose from, for hon. can you find one in Scotland ? 
Gentlemen to look ahead and see what | 
their engagements are going to be. It | *THe CHAIRMAN: That does not 
was quite a different thing when we had | arise on this clause. 
only a panel of 25 Members, a few of | 
whom might be Members of either House. | Mr. DALZIEL: I beg to give notice 
Now we have the two Houses to select | that I will raise the point later. 
from, and I think Members ought to be 
able to judge how far they may be free to 
undertake these duties. 


| Amendment agreed to. 
Other Amendments made. 
Amendment proposed— : 
- hceation @” typ. 7. p,|, MR: CROMBIE: We have already de 
i out Sub-section 3.°—(Mr. J. P. | hated the desirability of Scottish Members 
not being debarred from serving on these 
Question proposed, “ That Sub-section 3 | Committees, and to emphasise that point 
| I beg to move the Amendment standing 
|in my name. 
CoMMANDER BETHELL (York E.R., | 
Holderness) : I believe the theory is that! Amendment proposed— 
4 “2 aril > ac «s "4 | 
either House of Parliament has a prior} «ty pase 4, line 7, after ‘Order, add ¢ pro- 
claim on its own Members. viding that this will not disqualify Scottish 
| Members of either House of Parliament from 
acting on Committees which deal with Orders 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY : I am willing to which they have no local or personal in- 


accept the Amendment. | terest.” —(Mr. Crombie.) 


| 

Mr. DALZIEL: There is one question Question proposed, “That ‘those words 
I want to put to the right hon. Gentleman. | be there added.” 
In the case of an English, Welsh, or Irish | 
Member failing to attend the inquiry in| MR. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
Scotland, can he be reported to the House | ton): Will English Members representing 
in the ordinary. way ! If there is to be no Scottish constituencies come within the 
report, what is the use of appointing a | meaning of the Amendment 4 

Sir Charles Cameron. | 


stand part of the clause.” 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Private Legislation 


Clause 5, as amended, agreed to. 


Clause 6 :— 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: I beg to 
move an Amendment to provide that the | 
inquiry shall take place in Scotland. The | 
object of the Amendment is simply to | 
carry out the purpose of the Bill by 
making the inquiry local. 





Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 10, after ‘place’ to insert 
‘in Scotland.’ ”—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Mr. CALDWELL: I quite agree that 
the inquiry should be in Scotland. But 
more is required. The people of Dun- 
dee object to an inquiry being held 
in Edinburgh ; and the people of Aber- 
deen would probably prefer to come to 
London than to go to Edinburgh if they 
could not get an inquiry in their own 
locality. The whole object of the Bill is 
to have a local inquiry, and it should be 
limited to the county or to the borough 
concerned. If we only say “in Scot- 
land,” it will mean that these inquiries 
will be held in Edinburgh for the benefit 
of the Edinburgh lawyers. There can be 
no question that there would be a tendency 
to hold the inquiries in Scotland where 
the Commissioners would get better ac- 
commodation. I therefore move to insert 
after “in” in the Amendment the words 


Amendment proposed to the proposed 
Amendment— 

“ After the word ‘in’ to insert ‘the locality 
in.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted in the proposed Amend- 
ment.” 


Mr. A. G MURRAY: The hon. 
Gentleman would, as far as I can see, 
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have attained his object by moving the 
words “exclusive of Edinburgh.” This 
Amendment would, however, make the 
Amendment of the hon. Member for the 
Border Burghs unintelligible. It is pro- 
vided in the Bill that the Commissioners 
shall hold their inquiry “at such place 
as they may determine with due regard to 
the subject matter of the proposed Order, 
and to the locality to which its provisions 
relate.” “Such place” obviously includes 
every place in Scotland, and the section 
does everything in the way of showing 
Commissioners where they ought to hold 
the inquiry. I really think the Amend- 
ment would not improve the Bill. 


Question put, and negatived. 
Original Amendment put, and agreed to, 


*Mr. RENSHAW : I would suggest to 
the Lord Advocate whether it would not 
be better to omit the words “ maintained 
at the public expense.” If these words 
are retained it might be impossible to use 
buildings otherwise available. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: I really think 
the sub-section as it stands is better. 


Other Amendments made 
Clause 6, as amended, agreed to 
Clause 7 :-— 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW: The Amend- 
ment which stands in my name is one of 
a series which develops a new scheme 
under this clause. I may tell the House 
in a few words what my object is. It is 
that there shall not be an inquiry con- 
ducted in London, in accordance with the 
present practice, after an inquiry has been 
conducted in Scotland. I think that the 
success or the failure of this Bill depends 
on the action of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment in regard to this Amendment. It 
appears to me that it would be most un- 
satisfactory if the Government insist 
that after this elaborate procedure in 
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Scotland the whole matter should be | procedure and that which obtains at 
thrown into hotch-pot again, and that | present is that the proposal in the Bill is 
there should be a further protracted and | that the inquiry in London shall be by 
expensive inquiry in London. What we | Joint Committee of both Houses, instead 
have now done is to establish the propo-| of by a separate inquiry before each 
sition that Parliament shall retain its| House. The Amendment of the hon. 
control over the whole prozeedings. All | and learned Member is really with a view 
the distance we have gone in regard to the | of taking out all the provisions I have 
Joint Committees is to change the locale | made in regard to the opponent coming 
of the inquiry. It is out of the question | here on the Confirmation Bill. I have 
to put the Joint Committee in the undig- | always held that it was right in principle 
nified position of holding a preliminary | that an opponent should have on oppor- 
inquiry, and then having the real battle | tunity of taking the sense of Parliament 
in London. Our object in having a local | in regard to a Bill ; I adhere to that view, 
inquiry is that Parliament should come to | and I am sure it would be against the 
the spot, and there once and for all settle | great body of opinion in the House if I 
the matter so far as the Committee’s | went back on my promise. 

inquiry can do it. I agree that the Con- | 

firmation Bill should be lodged and dis- | 

cussed on the Third Reading in the ordi-| Dr. CLARK: I am afraid that, unless 
nary way. I hope that the Government | the Amendment is adopted, instead of the 


will consent to the Amendment. cost of obtaining a Provisional Order 
being moderate, as compared with the 

5 ’ 
Amendment proposed— present system, it would be increased, 


“In page 4, line 31, to leave out all the words | perhaps doubled or trebled. Why should 
from the beginning of the clause, to the word | any petitioner in Scotland who has paid 
‘after,’ in line 32."—(Mr. Thomas Shaw.) for all his advertisements and notices, and 
made his deposit, and submitted to an 

Question proposed, “That the words | inquiry by a Committee of two Peers and 
proposed to be left out stand part of the two Commoners, which Committee has 
clause.” ‘decided on the matter—why should 
such a petitioner have to come to Parlia- 
Mr. A. G. MURRAY: The technical | ment again, repeat his notices and adver- 
tisements and deposit, and appear before 
other two Peers and two Commoners up- 





position of the Amendment of the hon. 


and learned Member is sucb that it is a/ 
little difficult to discover what the mean- | Stairs, who would not have the advantage 


ing of it is, I think I can explain to the | of seeing the people to be affected and 
Committee how it stands. Under the | the spoc to which the Bill applies? This 
scheme of the Bill and the promises second inquiry is totally unnecessary. 

I have made te the House I[ have had to | 


divide necessarily the Provisional Orders | : ; 
into opposed and unopposed Orders. Mr. anneal am afraid the 
All along there has been this distinc- | Lord Advocate has not looked at the od 
tion; whereas on unopposed Orders | Pos#! thoroughly and the effect of it. 
there is not to be any inquiry or Com- | The question is whether we should have 
mittee stage up here in London, yet all in this House a Joint Committee after 
ieee aihses vel the Bil des een | the matter has been inquired into locally 
a in Scotland by another Joint Committee. 


that in the case of opposed Orders the | 
possibility of an opponent coming to this 
House on the Confirmation Bill and Mr CRIPPS: The question raised by 
opposing it has been kept open. The | the hon. Member of the Border Burghs is 
only distinction between the proposed | undoubtedly an important one, If the 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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Amendment is carried it would be incon- | that kind ought certainly to be guarded 
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sistent with the whole framework of the | against. I am keeping faith with the House 


Bill, would work out unjustly, and would | in standing by the Bill upon the promises 


impair the control of the House over these | made from the beginning. 
*-.* . | . ‘ . é 7 
Provisional Orders which we have always | have faced the discussion after the Second 


I never could 


| 
insisted upon, It has never been sug- | Reading if I were to take away froma 
gested at any stage of the discussion until | practical opponent all power of coming to 





this moment that a man should not have 


this House. 


the right of an ordinary hearing before | 


a Joint Committee appointed by this | 


House and the House of Lords. 
the Lord Advocate will not consent to 
this Amendment. 


I hope 


Dr. CLARK: There is one point 
which I omitted. The class of Bills which 
will come before the Commissioners will 
be very small Bills; all the important 
sills will never leave this House, but will 
be considered here. The Amendment 
will only affect very small Orders, the 
policy and principle of which had already 
been decided by Parliament. So far as 
we have been able to modify the Bill at 
all, it has been to limit the cases which 
will go before the Commissioners. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somerset, East) : 


It would be ridiculous, in my opinion, if, | 


after there had been an inquiry by a 
Parliamentary Committee sitting locally, 
there should be another inquiry by another 
Parliamentary Committee sitting here. 


Mr. A. G. MURRAY: It is curious to 
me how, in one and the same breath, hon. 
Members ask that the control of the 
House over these Orders should be re- 
tained, and then they wish to throw that 
control away in the Bill. We have always 
promised to give the House control even 
of unopposed Orders. If this Amendment 
is passed, the result would be that, 
whereas the House has always felt that 
that control should be sparingly exercised 
at a late stage, if an objector were pre- 
vented from coming up here then, un- 
doubtedly, he would in every case incite 
someone in the House to raise the 
question in the House itself. An abuse of 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW : The Lord Ad- 
| vocate says that he isvery glad that I have 
| such faith in the tribunal he has set up that 
I would go much further than himself. I 
‘have much confidence in the tribunal 
the Committee of the House of 


What we have 


| which 
| Commons has set up. 
'done is that a Parliamentary Committee 
| has been set up to make-inquiries on the 
spot, to inspect the localities, and to have 
|in view all the circumstances which the 
| local authorities can furnish them with. 
| It seems to me the most incredible thing 
| IT ever heard of that after a local inquiry 
| the whole thing should he done again in 
| London, and a second Joint Committee 
lof both Houses should sit in re- 


i'view of the operations of the first 


| Joint Committee. The new inquiry 
jwas to be cheap, but the Lord 


Advocate’s. proposal will obliterate every 





element of cheapness. There is no 
analogy between a local inquiry under 
the old Provisional Order system and one 
} under this Bill. Local inquiry under this 
Bill is not an inquiry by Departmental 
Committee at all, but an inquiry by this 
And I 
altogether object to the duplication of 
that. If the Amendment be not adopted, 


the whole Bill will be cumbersome, une 


House and the other House. 


practical, and unworkable, and _ its 


administration most expensive. 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair 
House. 


to make his Report to the 
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REGULATION OF RAILWAYS BILL. 
Order for Second Reading read, and 
discharged. Bill withdrawn. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again | 
to-morrow. 


BATHS AND WASHHOUSES ACTS 


AMENDMENT BILL MILITARY WORKS (MONEY). 


Committee to consider of authorising 

Considered in Committee. the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, 

of such sums as may be required for 

(In the Committee.) the purpose of Military Works and 

Services (Queen’s Recommendation sig- 

Clause 1: nified), upon Wednesday.—(Mr. Wynd- 
hain.) 


Committee report progress; to sit 


again this day. Adjourned at ten minutes after 
Twelve o'clock. 


(INDEX. 








